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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Yer anotusr holiday appears to be in prospect for the learned 
judges of the Supreme Court, just when they will have returned to 
their work rosy and vigorous after their vacation. The Royal 

rocession has been fixed for the 25th inst.; the streets will be 
impassable, and it may probably be anticipated that the Lord 
Chancellor will direct the closing of the courts on that day. If " 
so, the result will be that the work of the judges will practically 
recommence on the 27th, instead of the 24th, inst. 





THE Gown question at the Brentford Oounty Court is, it 
appears, to be submitted to a plebiscite of the practitioners in 
that court. The judge is reported to have atated on Friday in 
last week that if the practice was inconvenient or burdensome 
to them, or they wished to have it abolished, it should cease 
with that sitting of the court. We may be permitted to point 
out that this evades the real question raised by the proceedings 
of the judge at the previous sitting. It ie not at all whether 
gowns are desired by solicitors, but whether the judge has any 
right to refuse to hear a solicitor who appears without robes. 
Wo say he is not justified in doing so, and it would appear that 
even the judge has his doubts on the subject, since he is reported 
to have remarked that “if the case of any ungowned advocate 
were called on, the worst that could happen would be its being 
passed over till he got a gown or borrowed one—a matter 
of not the slightest difficulty and of frequent occurrence ; that 
the case at then, on application made, be reinstated and 
heard, and no loss beyond a brief delay could happen to 
any client whose advocate did not wilfully and wantonly refuse 
to comply with the easy practice of the court.” But this still 
amounts to saying that if solicitor should refuse to borrow a 
gown or could not get a gown lent, his case would not be heard, 
This would be a very ‘serious piece of injustice, and we trust 
that any ungowned solicitor who is refused a hearing on this 
ground will take the opinion of the King’s Bench Division upon 
thesubject. The judge’s tirade about “deference to or defiance 
of lawful authority” in relation to breach of the “rule” relative 
to tie wearing of gowns, begs the whole question, which is 
whether he has any power to make such a rule and to enforce 
it by refusal to hear the ungowned adyocate. 





Ir 1s so much a matter of course in England that trust money 
cannot be invested on a second mortgage that it is at first a 
little startling to find the propriety of such a mortgage 
discussed in the recent case of Chapman v. Browne (1902, 1 
Ch. 785). In fact, however, the mortgage there in question 
was on lands in Ireland, and the Irish Registration Acts, and 
the practice in that country as to enforcing mortgages, render 
a second mortgage a less hazardous security than with us, 
Under a power for trustees of a settlement to invest in 
real securities in England or Ireland, @ sum of £17,900 
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(reduced by subsequent payments to £12,150), was invested on 
mortgage of lands which were already subject to mortgages 
for £4,700 and £2.400. Of course the risk of a second mortgage 
lies in the fact that the mortgagee does not obtain the legal 
estate, and is consequently liable to be postponed to a subse- 
quent incumbrancer who is fortunate enough to get this in; and, 
moreover, if the first mortgagee calls in his money, the second 
mort e may be foreclosed if he has not the means to redeem 
the first mortgage. Under the Irish system of registration 
there is, it seems, no danger of a subsequent mortgagee obtaining 
priority by means of the legal estate, and under the Irish 
wrge the court does not allow the first mortgagee to foreclose, 

ut effects a sale in the interest of all parties. Hence it has 
been held in Ireland that a loan of trust money on second mort- 
gage is not in itself a breach of trust: see Crampton v. Walker (31 
L. R. Ir. 427). In the present case Romer, L.J., who delivered 
the judgment of the Court of Appeal, pointed out that the 
objections to second mortgages are not based solely on the 
risk of tacking and the liability to foreclosure, and in 
particular the second mortgagee is liable to have the fund 
available for payment of interest taken entirely by the 
first mortgagee. There were, however, other circumstances 
which made the investment an improper one, and in the 
result it was unnecessary to determine the abstract 
question, whether a second mortgage on land in Ireland 
made with trust money is in itself a breach of trust. 





Tue pxcision of FarwEtt, J., in Re Chenoweth (50 W. R. 668 ; 
1902, 2 Ch. 488) went, to a considerable extent, upon the 
peculiarity of gavelkind tenure, that where it prevails it is the 
common law of the country and not merely a custom which 
displaces the common law. Consequently, it does not depend 
for its effect upon evidence in the same manner as a custom. 
“ An ordinary custom,” said the learned judge, ‘such as the 
custom of a manor, is a contravention of the common law. The 
custom has to be proved, and extends no further than the user 
of it which is proved,” and he referred to the dictum of Crompton, 
J., in Muggleton v. Barnett (2 H. & N., p. 651), that “ proof of a 
custom of descent, contrary to the course of the common 
law, prevailing in a nearer degree of consanguinity is 
no proof of such custom extending to a more remote 
degree.” The custom of gavelkind, on the other hand, 
does not depend on proof of its extent, and when it has once 
been proved that gavelkind exists in respect of particular land, 
then for that land it is to all intents the common law; and, as with 
the common law, it is assumed that the judge knows it. In 
other words, he has to extract its nature and limits from such 
sources of authority as are open to all; and he cannot require 
special proof. In general the judge’s knowledge of the law 
depends on his knowledge of the decisions of his predecessors. 
When there are no decisions the case is more difficult. ‘In 
order,” said Farwett, J., ‘to ascertain what is the common law 
when there are no decisions to guide the court, we have regard 
to the wisdom of our ancestors and to their view of the law.” 
In the present case the question was whether under gavel- 
kind tenure the division of the lands among collaterals is confined 
to brothers and their issue, or extends to collaterals of every 
degree, and in favour of the latter alternative there is 
undoubtedly very high authority. ‘The extension of the 
Kentish custom to collaterals of every degree,” it is said in 
Robinson on Gavelkind (5th ed., by Elton, p. 93), “is proved 
puty by the generality of the language of the ancient records, 
which usually state that the lands are ‘partible among the 
males’ . and partly by the modern practice and 
the common reputation in the county that the custom extends to 
the most remote collateral degree.” Mr. Justice FarweEtt, 
accordingly, decided in favour of the generality of the rule as 
to the divisibility of lands held in gavelkind. 





Aw INTERESTING decision upon the meaning of the phrase 
‘matters of practice and procedure” in section 1 (4) of the 
Judicature Act, 1894, was given in Long v. Great Northern and 
City Railway Co. (50 W.R. 402; 1902,1 K. B. 813). That 
ection, being designed to check interlocutory appeals, provided 
hat in such matters every appeal from a judge should be to the 





Court of Appeal. 
Q. B. 54) it was held that the expression covered matters of 
practice and procedure in connection with a cause or matter in 
the High Court, but not a matter in which it was sought to pro- 
hibit a county court judge from exceeding his jurisdiction in 
his own court. In the present case, also, the proceedings had 
not originated in the High Court, and it was held that the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Appeal was equally excluded, 
On aclaim to compensation arising out of the exercise of 
their statutory powers by the railway company, the claimant had 
given notice requiring thatthe amountofhis claim should be settled 
by a jury. The company thereupon applied under section 4] 
of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 110), 
to have the trial taken before a judge of the High Court, and’ 
an order was made by Buoxnrt, J, to that effect. Upon an 
appeal by the claimant to the Court of Appeal, it was objected 
that the order appealed against was not a matter of practice 
and procedure within the meaning of the Judicature Act, 1894, 
and that the appeal should have been to the Divisional 
Court. The Oourt of Appeal acceded to the objection 
on the authority of Watson v. Petts, and held that they 
had no jurisdiction to hear the appeal. The decision 
seems to take a narrow view of the sub-section, and it is 
unfortunate that a provision, which is app«rently clear in its 
terms, and which was enacted for the very purpose of simplifying 
procedure, should be made by restrictive construction a means 
of embarrasring litigants. In the present case, just as in 
Watson v. Petts, there was originally no matter pending in the 
High Court; but the case differs from Watson v. Petts in that, 
upon the application for a trial in the High Court being made, 
the matter was brought directly under the coguizance of the 
High Court. The particular case is concerned with a somewhat 
special branch of procedure, and it is not worth while to 
elaborate it. But it is permissible to take exception on general 
grounds to decisions which, wichout adequate purpose, restrict 
the beneficial effect of statutory provisions intenied to simplify 
procedure. 





THE RECENT decision of Joyoz, J., in Pryce-Jones v. Williams 
(50 W. R. 586; 1902, 2Ch. 517) is of importance with reference 
to the extent to which the ordinary condition of sale as to the 
time for delivering requisitions is binding. In 1884 two leases 
had been granted to company A, and in the same year company 
B was formed to take over the whole assets of company A, but 
no formal assignment of the leases was ever made. The pro- 
cess was repeated in 1891, when the assets passed to company C, 
but again there was no assignment, and indeed an assignment 
would on this occasion have been inoperative. Company B had 
no legal estate to assign. Further devolutions of title took 
place, and ultimately the property was sold by order of the 
court, subject to a condition limiting the time for sending in 
requisitions. Company A had been dissolved soon after the sale 
of its effects to company B. The vendor delivered an abstractshew- 
ing the leases, but it was not till after the time limit had expired 
that the purchaser delivered requisitions asking that the 
assignments of the leases in 1884 and 1891 should be abstracted 
and produced. Was he still entitled to iasist on the requisitions? 
The case is not altogether easy, for it is a recognized rule that 
the condition does not apply where the objection goes to the 
root of title (Want v. Stallibrass, L. R. 8 Ex. 175), and accord- 
ingly in Re Tanqueray-Willaume and Landau (20 Oh. D. 465), 
where executors were proposing to sell under a power which in 
fact they had not got, it was held that the purchaser might 
object, though out of time. The principle seems to be that the 
court will not allow ‘the condition to be made use of to compel 
the purchaser to take the property without any title at ail. The 
present case comes very near this, for in the absence of formal 
assignments the vendor had no legal estate" in the leases which 
he could assign to the purchaser. On the dissolution of company 
A the leases vested, so Joyoz, J., held, in the Orown as bona 
vacantia, He held further, however, that an objection which 
the purchaser can take out of time must be strictly to the root of 
title—that is, to the commencement ; and, if the abstract shews 
a good title at the beginning requisitions, in respect of any 
matters affecting the subsequent devolution must be made within 
the time limited. It is not clear that this is really the meaning 
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of the rule on which Kay, J., acted in Re Tanqueray-Willaume 
and Landau, but in the present instance the purchaser does not 
seem to have been substantially injured. The lessor had ali the 
time been receiving rent, so that the leasehold title was probably 
for practical purposes good, and if the legal estate was really 
wanted, it could doubtless be got in from the Crown. 





Tax Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation for July, 
which has recently been issued, contains a somewhat ambitious 
scheme for converting the society into ‘‘a legal consultative 
council of the empire.’”’ The scheme is embodied in an address 
which was presented, with. the approval of the executive com- 
mittee of the society, to the colonial premiers when they were lately 
in Eogland. After recapitulating the work which the society 
has already done in obtaining and diffusing a knowledge of 
the course of legislation in different countries, particularly in 
the various parts of the British Empire and in the United States, 
and noting thatthe Board of Trade has promised to contribute a 
sum to the funds of the society, it is suggested that a further 
development of the work of the society is both practicable and 
opportune in the direction of promoting uniformity of legislation. 
Among the particular suggestions made are included proposals 
that the society ‘“‘might aid in assimilating and codifying 
large parts of the laws of the Empire; in realizing so far as 
is practicable its legal unity” ; that ‘it might h-lp to codify, so 
far as is practicable, the commercial law of the Empire—to give 
it that which is possessed by France, Germany, Italy, Hoiland, 
and, indeed, by most of the chief States of the world, including 
some with commercial interests far inferior to ours”; and that 
it might “confer and advise as to the form and methods of 
legislation in the United Kingdom, India, and the Colonies.” 
The Imperial Legal Council thus suggested, with local 
legal councils thrvuugheut the Empire, are to be at 
once unpaid and unofficial What the Oolonial premiers 
had to say to the scheme we are not told. 
Probably it was too vast to be taken in and considered on 
the spot, and they may not have realized very distinctly what 
the Society of Comparative Legislation is. Mr. Saunpers in 
his letter to the Zimes a few days ago, while blessing the scheme, 
pointed out the difficulties inherent in assimilating such very 
different system of law as those prevailing even within Great 
Britain itself. While fully admitting the importance of pro- 
moting uniformity of law, and of facilitating access to the laws 
prevailing in different parts of the Empire, we must confess to 
a feeling that the suciety proposes to assume functions which it 
could not adequately discharge. 





THE cURRENT number of the Law Quarterly Review contains 
an interestiog article by Mr. Ernest Bowsen-Row.anps on 
Couuty Court Judges aud their Jurisdiction The writer 
contends that county cvurt judges are nut paid highly euough ; 
that the courts are often ill-constructed—e.g., that in the West- 
minster County Ovourt “the barristers, witnesses, judge, and 
jury are cheek by jow! in a six-fout area, where it is umpossible 
for counsel to deal effectively with a jury”; that without the 
consent of the judge no appeal whatever should be allowed; 
and that imprisonment for debt ought tu be really abolished, as 
it is popularly supposed to have been abolished, more than 
thirty years ago, by the Debturs Act, 1869, which is entitled : 
“An Act for the Abolition of Imprisonwent for Debt, for the 
Punishment of Fraudulent Debtors, and for Other Purposes.” 
Upon the last point Mr. Bowzn-Rowxanps is very emphatic. 
He writes: “‘A recently-retired aud otherwise just judge was 
satisfied with the merest tittle of evidence as to means, and no 
amount of appealing could alter it. . . . I have heard a 
judge sentence a poor washerwoman who, according to her own 
account, which was not contradicted, had to support a sick 
husband and four infants on eleven shillings a week, to be 
imprisoned for one month for not paying a grover’s bill.” There 
is a good deal to be said on the other side with regard to some 
of Mr. Bowzn-Row.anp’s contentions. 





In us recently-published lectures on Contract of Sale 
of Goods, his Honour Judge Wiis gives some amusing 


examples of the concrete way in which litigants in the county 
court unconsciously propouné abstract rules «flaw. Rule 4 of 
section 18 of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, gives the rule 
for the passing of the property in goods when they are 
delivered to the buyer ‘‘on approval” or ‘on sale or 
return.” ‘I have heard a peasant,” says the lecturer, 
“brought up in the Fens, when I have said ‘ What is your 
defence to this alleged sale of ?’ quickly reply, ‘I had 
’em on liking and did not like’em.’ The good man did not 
know that, in the language of codifiers, the goods had been 
delivered to him on sale or return.” The next story relates 
to an ‘“‘aged man of over four-score years,” who in the 
course of his very concrete statement of the law as 
to representation at the time of sale—he had bought a 
cow with the assurance she was in calf—referred, we 
regret to say, to the learned judge as “the guv’nor here.” 
Some county court judges have a strongly-developed scent for 
contempt of court. Judge Wiis seems to be better employed 
in getting amusement out of his litigants, and in passing it on to 
those who are fortunate enough to hear him lecture. 








THE LIVERPOOL COURT OF PASSAGE. 


Tue ‘Liverpool Solicitor” who a year ago, in the columns 
of the Zimes, called attention to the deadlock which has arisen 
between the authorities—the Lord Onaneellor and the Rule 
Committee of the Supreme Court—and the various public bodies 
and private individuals interested in the Liverpool Court of 
Passage, has now returned to the subject, and in a lengthy 
letter to the same paper suggests that the continued delay is . 
due to the fear that any increase in the efficiency of the local 
court will be obtained at the sacrifice of the business of the High 
Court and of the fees which the High Court procures for tha 
Treasury. A charge so pointed will, we hope, elicit a definite 
reply from the proper quarter, but meanwhile it may be 
interesting to state, so far as we understand it, the circum- 
stances of the difficulty which has arisen. 

Logically it may be that there is no room in our legal system 
for courts intermediate between the county court and the High 
Court, and practically, no doubt, there would be no reason fur 
their existence if those two courts adequately divided between 
them the civil business of large commercial centres. But in 
point of fact the jurisdiction of the county court is inconveniently 
limited, and the sittings of the High Court are—to put it 
mildly — not continuous. Hence Liverpool not unnaturally 
attaches great importauce to its local court, which has a juris- 
diction practically unlimited. The efficiency of a court, however, 
depends not only upon the extent of its jurisdiction, but upon the 
procedure by means of which that jurisdic'ion is exercised, and 
it is natural that the persons responsible for local courts should 
endeavour from time to time to improve their procedure so as to 
bring it into harmony with modern ide.s as to the simplicity 
and celerity of judicial proceedings. That tne High Oourt 
itself has attained to any very lofty ideal in these matters it 
would be rash to say. But at any rate a good deal of att-ntion 
has been given in the last thirty years or so to its improvement, 
and changes which have been found conor in one court may 
not unreasonably be expected to prove salutary in another of 
co-ordinate jurisdiction. Hence some years ago an attempt 
was made to give the Liverpvol Ovurt of Passage the benefit of 
the High Ovurt procedure, and this resulted in the passing of 
the Liverpool Court of Passage Act, 1893. 

The preamble to that Act contains a recital which in terms 
admits the claim of the local court to the benefits desired for it. 
‘“‘ Whereas,” so the Act runs, “the Court of Passage in the Cit 
of Liverpool isan ancient court of record for the trial of civil 
actions, and the usefulness of the court to suitors would be 
increased if the jurisdiction were better defined and if the pro- 
cedure of the High Court were made applicable to it.” The useful- - 
ness of the cvurt to suitors is obviously the only object the 
Legislature would desire to attain, and heace these words are a 
Parliamentary declaration that the Court of Passage is entitled 
to have the benefit of the High Oourt ure. There are 
naturally, however, details in the adaptation of the procedure of 





one court to another that require consideration, and the mode 
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which the Legislature adopted of carrying their wishes into 
effect is contained in section 8 of the Act. According to this, 
the presiding judge of the Court of Passage may, ‘‘ by 
order under his hand, made with the concurrence of the 
authority for the time being empowered to make rules for the 
Supreme Court, adopt and apply to the Court of Passage all or 
any of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, or any other rules 
and orders for the time being in force which regulate the 
practice and procedure of the High Court, with such modifica- 
tions (if any) as the judge or authority aforesaid may think 
fit.” The insertion of the words ‘if any” is not without 
significance. It was the desire at Liverpool to adopt the 
procedure of the High Court; the Legislature admitted the 
Justice of the desire and intended to give effect to it; but it was 
thought possible that some modification might be necessary, and 
to meet this possibility the saving clause was inserted. It was, 
however, clearly not contempleted that the reform intended to be 
effected by the Act should be frustrated by the Rule Committee 
refusing in some essential point, and for reasons never suggested 
by the Legislature, to apply to the Court of Passage the 
procedure of the High Court. 

But it seems that this is what has in fact been done. A set 
of rules, almost entirely framed from the rules of the High 
Court, was, we understand, forwarded from Liverpool in 1894 
for the consideration of the Rule Committee. It was objected, 
however, that the registrar of a borough court should not be 
allowed to put in force order 14 unless there was a chance of a 
speedy appeal, and to meet the objection the assistance of the 
Legislature was again invoked. By section 2 of the Liverpool 
Court of Passage Act, 1896, it is provided that, upon the adoption 
for the Court of Passage of anyrules of the High Court, an appeal 
from any order made under such rules by the registrar shall lie 
to the presiding judge; but if at the time when the appeal is 
ready for hearing the presiding judge is not sitting, the appeal 
may lie, under rules to be made for the purpose, to a judge of 
the High Court at chambers, sitting either in London or Liver- 
pool. But the good intentions of the Legislature have once 
more been frustrated, and the powers given by the two Acts 
still remain unexercised. 

The case is aggravated by the fact that the Rules of the 
Supreme Court would be no novelty as applied to the Court of 
Passage. In 1876 the judge of the Court of Passage, under 
the powers of the Court of Passage Procedure Act, 1873, 
roe the provisions of the Judicature Acts and the rules 

thereunder, including the procedure to obtain summary 
judgment under order 14, and Mr. Anrace 8. Marner, in his 
address at the annual general meeting of the Liverpool Law 
Society last November, pointed out that for nine years the 
court used the new procedure, until in 1885 Wis, J., in an 
action triel before him, held that fresh legislation was 
necessary before the rules could be efficaciously adopted 
by the court. As we have stated above, this legislation has 
been secured, and it might have been supposed that it would be 
matter of course to give effect to it and to sanction the draft 
rules sent from Liverpool, with such further rules as may be 


mecessary to regulate the right of appeal from orders of the 


registrar. But in spite of continual efforts made by the Liverpool 
Corporation, the Liverpool Law Society, and the Liverpool 
Chamber of , nothing has been done. For some years 


it was thought that the trouble about order 14 was the cause of 
the delay, and the Lord Chancellor is said to have stated to a 
jon of these three bodies, which waited on him io 
February, 1899, “that the rules about which there was no dis- 
agreement should be passed without delay, and that their 
arguments ing order 14 should be laid before the Rule 
Committee.” But this statement did not result in any advance- 
ment of the matter, and it was still in statu guo when the Lord 
a another deputation from the same bodies in 
On this occasion the Lord Chancellor appears to have put the 


dbjection to the application of the BR. 8. C. to the Liverpool Court 
att roge hok ge a different ground. It is no longer order 14 
that is ious, but the High Cvurt and the Treasury are 
afraid of the rivalry of the local court. This statement is founded 
08 40 account, quoted by the correspuncent of the Times referred 
to above, of fie remarks walle by the Lori Chancellor to the 





deputation. He felt, he is reported to have said, that the Court 
of ened was a sort of rival to the High. Oourt and the county 
court, and he did not see his way to allow the fees that at present 
went to the Imperial Exchequer to be diverted to the 
corporation. The corporation, it may be remarked, take the 
fees coming to the Court of Passage. So it seems that 
the suitors of the court are to be deprived of their 
rights because the Chancellor of the Exchequer, or the 
Lord Chancellor on his behalf, is afraid of losing some 
small sum. This is indeed a new version of the ancient rule 
that justice is not to be sold to any man. In principle it is a 
question whether court fees should be charged at all. It is a 
plausible argument that the administration of justice to all who 
have occasion to invoke the assistance of the courts is one of the 
services which the State is bound to render to its subjects. But 
here we have a State—or the responsible head of the judicial 
department of the State—so keen about securing to itself all 
possible fees that it will sacrifice the interests of suitors in order 
to prevent anything being diverted to a public body within 
the State. But the matter requires no comment, The Lord 
Chancelloris also reported to have expressed his objection tomaking 
any court for a special class of litigation ; he did not like special 
judges; they must be all-round judges. The remarks do not 
seem to have been particularly pertinent to the matter in hand. 
The litigation in the court is, we imagine, of a sufficiently 
general nature, and in any case it is no question of establishing 
the court. The court is already established, and Parliament 
has declared in the clearest posssible manner that it is entitled 
to have the benefit of the High Court procedure. It is difficult 
to conceive what justification the Lord Ohancellor has for the 
high-handed manner in which he appears to be preventing the 
wishes of the Legislature from being carried into effect. 








A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 
THE CREMATION Act, 1902 (2 Eb. 7, ©. 8). 


ConsIDERING that it is less than twenty years since it was argued 
that cremation was a criminal offence, the success of the advocates of 
the practice has been rapid, and the result appears in the general 
approval given to it by the Legislature in the present statute. The 
question of the legality at common law of disposing of dead bodies 
by burning was, it will be remembered, exhaustively considered by 
STEPHEN, J., in The Queen v. Price (12 Q. B. D. 247). There the 
method adopted was somewhat crude. The defendant had taken 
the body of a five-months-old child to a field of his own, 
some distance from any town, had put it into a cask of 
petroleum, and had set the petroleum on fire. A crowd inter- 
fered and prevented the body from being consumed, and Price 
was charged with 4 criminal offence and put upon his trial, The 
learned judge had some difficulty in finding any guidance in the 
suthorities as to the legality of burning a dead body. He got what 
help he could, and it was not much, from the Anatomy Act of 1832 
(2 & 3 Wul. 4, c. 75). Toe preamble of the Act contemplated that 
there might be a “legal supply” of human bodies for austomical 
exemiuation, and this, said STEPHEN, J., was inconsistent witn the 
opinion that it was an absolute duty on the part of persons in charge 
uf dead bodies to bury them. But asto whether, in default of burial, 
they might be burned, the law was silent. In miedimval Eogland 
the question had not required to be discussed. Mr. Justice STEPHEN 
dechned, under these circumstances, to create a new criminal offence 
unless the practice could be described as grossly scandslous, or highly 
mischievous, aud it was neither. ‘‘W decay or fire,” he said, on 
the authority of Lucan,” consumes es matters not, The difference 
between the two processes is only that ove is quick, the other slow. 
Each is 80 horrible that every healthy imegivation would tarn sway 
from its details; but the one or the other is inevitable, and each may 


be concealed from observation by proper precautions.” 
The sa bab wow Sarena © covate thet io oll Riestidll 
where it is desired means for carrying out cremation shall be 


available, After ing, by section 2, ‘‘ burial authority” to meso 
‘any burial board, any council, committee, or other local sathority 
having the powers aud duties of a burial bard, and any local grit | 
maintaining & cemetery und+r the Public Hedlth (Intermeuts) 

1879, or any local Act,” the Act enacts by section 4 that ‘‘ the 
authority to provide and maintain burial grounds or 


, OF any , or incidental thereto, shall 


expentia!, ancillary 
be ceemed to extend 10 and ivelade the provision and mantensncs’ 





of crematoria.” By section 2 tne expression ‘ crematorium” mes 
‘any building fitted with uppliances for the meee of burvivg 
bumen renisins, eid includes everything inal or whcillery 
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1e Court thereto.” But the general power conferred on burial authorities b ANK 
e county rection 4 is subject to the prow that ‘‘no human remains shall 4 : ney aes 
- present be burnéd in any éuch crematorium until the plans and site thereof | T22 Provorrtzs or Bankruptcy: EmBoDYING THE BankRuPToy 
to the have been approved of by the Local Government Board, and until the ACTS, 1883 AND 1890, AND THE LEADING CASES THEREON ; PART OF 
ke ha crematorium has been certified by the burial authority to tte| T® DeBrors Act, 1869; THE BANKRUPTCY APPEALS p omens 
ns that Sprretery offteietobe valle in accordance with such plans, and properly riage | Hage ; THE ape pera ae ee —_ 
. U t sposal main urDing. ad i or- , ENTIAL YMENTS ANKR 
f their he eapomalatae of e pn a any Pa se Pa 1888 AnD 1897; THE LEADING CasEs ON BILLs OF SALE. WITH 
or the than 200 yards, except with the consent in writing of the owner, AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE SCHEDULES TO THE BANKRUPTCY 
g some lessee, and occupier, or within 50 yards of a public highway, orin| ACT. 1883; THE Bankruptcy RULES. 1886, 1890, 1891, AND 1896; 
nt rule the consécrated of ® bural ground. Sectwn 7 provides forthe} T= RULES AS TO THE COMMITTAL OF JUDGMENT DEBTORS, AND 
it is a making by the etary of State of regulations as to the main- -¥ = any eM ae og greg Bing 
It is a tenance and inspection of crematoria, and prescribing when they ANKRUPTOY JUDGE; A ScALE oF Costs, FEES, AND “ 
all who may be used, avd directing the disposition or interment of the athes,| TAGES: THE BILLS OF SALE ACTS, 1878, 1882, 1890, anD 1891, bod 
2 of the and the notices, certificates, and statutory declarations required | TH® RULES THEREUNDER; THE DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT ACT, 
s. But before any burning, and also iy ag at as to is'ration of burn- 1887, AND THE RULES THEREUNDER. By RicuanD Rmewoon, 
a dicial ings. These regulations are to be laid before Parliament. From the M.A., Barrister-at-Law. E1cnura Epirion. Stevens & Haynes. 
J ts date when such regulations come into force, any provisions of local} Considering the quantity of matter which Mr. Ringwood describes 
self all and personal Acts for establishing crematoria are by virtue of section | on bis title-page it must be admitted that he his book within 
n order 14 to cease. Sections 8 and 9 provide penalties for offences, and | very moderate limits. Of the 400 or th that it con- 
within empower the Local Government Board to authorize a table of the | tains, the first half are devoted to a statement of the principles of the 
ie Lord fees to be taken. Section 10 saves the jurisdiction of coroners, and | law of bankruptcy, in the course of which the provisions of the Acts 
making declares that nothing in the Act shall authorize the burial authority | of 1883 and 1890 are set out; and the latter half gives in an appendix, 
special or any person to create or it a nuisance. This preserves the|in sma'l but clear type, the rules and other matter required in 
dp tok rule in The Queen v. Price (supra), that burning a dead body is a mis- | practice. The statement of the law is concise, and the cases appear 
5 hand demeanour if it is so done as to amount toa public nuisance. And|to have been accurately and successfully embodied. Thus the 
=f ly section 11 saves the consciences of incumbents who object to per- | paragraph on the meaning of ‘‘ void” in section 47 of the er 
iciently form @ funeral service in connection with cremation. The Act comes | Act, 1883, puts very clearly the series of decisions which culmina’ 
lishing into operation in the 1st of April, 1903, after which date crematoria | in the important ruliog of the Court of Ap in Re Carter and 
liament will not improbably be usual addition to cemeteries. Kenderdine’s Contract (45 W. R. 484; 1897, 1 Ch. 776), that settled 
sntitled property can be safely taken by a purchaser before the tey 
lifficult of the settlor has occurred. There isa full index, and the table of 
for the REVIEWS cases gives references to all the current reports. The book is clear 
ing the ° in style and convenient in arrangement. 
WOLSTENHOLME’S PRECEDENTS. 
ForMs ae gg oe eg eed For UsE UNDER THE CONVEY- BOOKS RECEIVED. 
ANOING ACTS AND SETTLED Acts, 1881 to 1890. By Epwarp ‘ eta ‘ 
PARKER WOLSTENHOLME, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, ove a the C.n- an oe Ne ape Inten ied dancer gy for the 
veyancing Counsel of the Court, and WALTER EVELYN CaPRoN, Ta -_ * Roll te vit +4 i “a Honot 7 y 1880, &c. 
ee Srxrm Eprrion. Williem Clowes &| a0“ Raition. Geo. Barber. Se Se ae 
ns (Limited). o . : 
* , 2 
pre! y ~ The present edition of this valuable collection of precedents is note- Council of Legel Bdncation Calender, 1902. 
general worthy for the additions which have been made to the forms. Thus = 
eo. Toe in the portion of the book relative to contracts for sale, there is 
"bodies inserted a Very neat form of agreement for payment of purchase- CORRESPONDENCE. 
ell money by instalments, to be used in connection with the conditions ‘ . 
ere the on a sale under the instalment system. In the special SOLECTIORS’ GOWNS. 
i taken Gentes (t0p Car Bae on thet in Re Duthy and Jesson’s [To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
1 own, } ) . 419), on an open contract the as rting uesti wearing of solicitors’ gowns 
musk of vendor must bear the expense of obtaining title deeds required by the | ;,, ae 7 = soiaaeiie dent in — ce nee y 
| inter- purchaser to be handed over on completion, although such title deeds | a4 is exercising the public mind at Brentford and elsewhere, it 
Price ure nt in the vendor's possession, and are ‘not referred to in the | ainears to me that probably there would not be very much . ‘ 
1, The Mbstract, has wngeceed * special condition negativing this rule. | on the part of solicitors to wearing the gowns and bands if there 
in the There are also added & good condition for use on the sale of an equity | yor some kind of distinctive headgear to go with them. This latter 
% what of redemption and a simlér condition on a sale under the court. | 244 not be essentially the same as the barristers’. By this means 
a6 Turning to the forms in mo we find that the now well- | O..,0° Y asinared are! 
of 1832 7m rtgages that the no solicitors could then be distinguished from ushers and others who at 
ed that established device for obtaining by a vesting declaration the nominal | | sent, to all a wear similar gowns to those of solicitors. 
romical reversion on mortgage by demise has been imoorporated, but | P'T'tyinx it will be agreed. that the wearing of robes by all advocates 
itn the neither in this form nor in others in the precedent books is| in the county courts adds to the dignity and solemnity of the 
charge apy reference made to the making of a vesting declaration. proceedings. Crry Souicrror. 
burial, No doubt it is considered that the power to appoint a new Sept. 29 
ogland trustee implies the power to make a vesting declaration in the pc 
‘EPHEN deed of boty po ic tied aoe S. eg to the latter 
oe ower, especially as the clause an nty Bank v. Goddard . 
ietly {1807,'1 On, 649) contained euch reference. Rict v. Noakes & Oo NEW ORDERS, &c. 
brs ge 4 (1902, A, O, 24) has sug the addition of a form of “ tying THE EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 To 1895. 
erence covenant’ during the continuance of the security on a mortgage o At the Court at Balmoral, the 15th day of September, 1908. 
> low * public-house ; and the very inconvenient decision in Life Interest, Present, The King’s Most Excellent Majesty, H.R.H. the Prince of 
n away ée,, Corporation v, Hand-in-Hand, dc,, Society (1898, 2 Ch, 230) has Wales, Duke of Fife, Mr. Akers. 4s, Sir Dighton 
ch msy a. to the insertion of an exceliently-framed proviso, at p,77, for | Whereas by the ixtradition Acts, 1870 to ifs it was amongst 
rtion in mortgages, There are aleo new forms of power to | things enacted that where au arrangement has been made with any 
calities appoint a receiver extending to the appointment of a manager in | State with respect to the surrender to such State of any fugitive 
hall be eases where the goodwill of a business is included in a mortgage; | His Majesty may, by Order in Council, direct that the said Acts shall 
ment of a proviso for the concurrence of « ——— in sales by | apply in the case of such State; and that His Majesty may, by the 
thority the m: or and acceptance of the proceeds of s part diech same or any subsequent order, the operation of the order, 
‘ of the mo debt, and several other new forms for insertion in | the same to fugitive criminals who are in or suspected of being in the 
thorit q ‘ , 
4) re | mortgages, We might go he the whole work in the same of His Majesty's — te te ade, ot > 
4 the and with much the same tedult ; but we think we have said enough | Perstion thereof subject to suclt condi on, en 
inde oF to shew that this new etlition beén very carefully revised with a view the day at Decens one thousand eight er et ~three, 
0, shell to meéting new difficulties and providing all the forms which the | }.tween Her late Majesty Queen Victoria and his Majesty the 
enancs’ practitioner is likely to require, As ype tersoness and aptoess of | of Austria and King of Huogary for the mutual entation of 
means expresion we have always considered the settlement part of the book | criminals, in the case of which Treaty ‘‘The Extradition Act, 1 was 
uruing almost unrivalled, and in this part there is little, if any, —. applied by Order in Council of the seventeenth March, ome 
cilary ‘We weloome the new edition as an eminently useful addition to the | hundred and seventy-four; And whereas a declaration was on 
une, ome thoasand uime headred and one, 


library of the conveyancer, 


the twenty-sixth day of J 
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between His Majesty and His Majesty the Emperor of Austria, King of 
Hangary, ameasing Article XI. of the said Treaty of the tnird of 
December, one thousand eignt handred and sevent,-three, for the mutual 
ex'radition of fugitive criminals, woich deciaration is in the terms 
following : 

Asit isc sidered necessary by the Government of Great Britainand Ireland 
and by the Governments of Austria and Hungary to extend the period of 
fourteen days fixed in Article X[. of the Treaty for the mutual surrender of 
criminals, conciuded on the 3rd December, 1873, between’ her late Majesty 
the Queen of the Uaited Kiogdom of Great Britain and Ireland, Empress 
of India, &c., on one side, and His Majesty the Emperor of Austria, King 
of Bohemia, &c, and Apostolic King of Hungary, on the other, the 
er oe Plenipotentiaries, undersigned, have agreed that— 

e last paragraph of Article XI. of the said Treaty of Kxtradition shall 
be altered as follows :— 

** Provided, however, that he shall be discharged if, within the shortest 
tine possible, and at the utmost within one month, a requisition for his 

in accc ce with the terms of Article IX. of this Treaty be not 
made by the Diplomatic Representative of the State which requests his 
extradition.’’ 

The present Declaration shall have the same force and duration as the 
Extradition Treaty of the 3rd of December, 1873, to which it relates. 

The present Declaration shall be ratified, and the ratifications shall be 

as soon as p»scible at i.ondon. 
in wi ness whereof the respective Plenipotentiaries have signed the same, 
and have affixed thereto the seal of the arms 

Done in aupiicate at Loudon, the 26tn day of June, 1901 

For wreat Britan aud ireiaud, His Bruannic Majesty’s Principal 
Secretary of state for Foreign Affairs, 

(L 8.) LANSDOWNE. 


For Austria and for Hungary, the Austro-Hungarian Ambassador, 
(L.8.) Dry. 

And whereas the ratifications of the said Declaration were exchanged at 
London, on the twenty-fifth oay of June, oe thousand nine hundred and 
two: Now, therefore, His Majesty, by and witn the advice of His Privy 
Council, and in virtue of the authority committed to him by the said 
recited Acts, doth order, and it is hereby ordered, that from and after the 
sixth day of Uctober, one thousand nine hundred and two, the said Acts 
shali apply in the case of Austria and Hungary under and m accordance 
with tne said Treaty as ameuded by the said declaration above se: forth. 
Prond+d aiways that tne operation of the esid acts suail be and remain 
suspended within the Lominiun of Canads so long as an Act or tae 
Parliament of Uanada paseed in one thousand eight hundred aud eiguty- 
six, aut entitiea “‘an Act re-pecting the Mxtradition of Fugitive 
Caminal:,’ shall continue in force there, and no longer. 

A. W. Firz Roy. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE INSTITOTE OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 

At the recent meeting at Bruseels of this society, says a correspondent 
of the Times, the discussiun of the question of internstional bankruptcy, 
upon whicu sv much time has been spent, was resumed on the 2znd uit., 
and brought to » conciusion, tor the prerent, the next moruing. ‘The tusk 
of M Roguin, th- reporter of the commitice upon tue subject, was no 
light one. For three daye he has pad tu explain bis proposals, aud reply 
toa bost of objectors, but he is rewarded by the provisional adoption with, 
ot C-usee, endiess amendments, of most of the nine.een articles of hi 
régiement on a subject of extreme complexi'y. Sume vf the articies ¢.g, 
tucee dealing with pre erred creditors, have been reeerved tor fuvure cou- 
sideratia,, and the text of tie rég/ement is by no means fiually settled; out 
there is no doubt <hat considerable progress has beew made iowards working 
out with the excep’ ious which ure inevitable, aryetem wuich starts from tue 
idea vf asingie bankruptcy for persons havivg relations with several states. 
Tois diffiul: topic ot private mternationa! law has occupied the institute 
dasiug m sto: tue se-rion, but the afternoons of the 22nd and 23rd ult 
Were devoted to a wpic of public internstioval law, and one uf great 

imterest: “‘ ‘ihe Treatment of Submarine Telegraphic Cables in 
of War.” On this subject, whwh, it must be observed, was 
Getiverstely left untouched by the convention of 1884 tor tue protection 
of cables m time of peace, competitive sete of théses were submitted by 
MM_de Bar and Holland, as well as payers of samendmente in dewil by MM. 
Den Beer Poortugsel, and Perels. The rules eventually adcpud 
in the main, the lines indiated by Mr Holland, who was anxious 
to keep clear the two questions raised by the cutting of a cable—viz , as to 
the sights of neutrals to continued communication with bellig-rente, and 
the rigute of the owners of the cable. The debates on tne subject were very 
animated, and 2n meme! ge was taken in them by MM Fauchille, taiué, 
Pierantoni, Rolin, Descamps, and strisower, as well as by 
the members already mentioned—M. De-camps wishing mach to restric:, 
and Mm. Kevault and Perel. to extend, the to cut @ cable connecting 
jm mpene wite neuteal territory. There was also wide difference of 
as to the analogics which might be taken as guides in dealing with 
de Bar relying upon blockade and military occupation, Mr. 
the jus angaria ond the right of visit. Five rules on the subject 
dealing with the interruption of communications 
It wae found necessary to postpone tre consideration of two other 
with if any, due to the owners of cables for 
intesireme with their property. The rules voted would in Euglish 


i 


ae — 
Bees Beating to Sceemsxcrz Copies 1 True oy Wan. 
A submarine cable uniting two neutral territories 1s inviolable, 





2. a cable uniting the territories of two belligereats, or two portions of 
the territory of one of the beiligerents, may be cut anywhere, except in 
the terricorial or neutralised wa:ers appurtenant to a neutral territory 
(“‘neatrslized ’ by treaty or by a declaration in conformity wish Article 4 
of the Resolutions of Paris of 1894) 

3. A cable uniting a ueutral t-rritory to a territory belonging to one of 
the bellig-rents can mm no case be cut ia che territorial or ueuctralised (v. 
Article 2) waters appurtenant to neutral territory. Un the high seas, such 
a cable cannot be cut ualess in the case of an effective blockade, and 
withia the limits of the blockade, subject to an obligation to re-establish 
the connection. The cable may always be cut on the territory, and in the 
territorial waters of the enemy, to a distance of three miles from low water 
mark, 

4, It is understood that the liberty of a neutral State to transmit 
despatches does not imply a right of using the cable, or permitting it to be 
used, for rendering assistance to one of the belligerents. 

5. With reterence to the application of the preceding rules, no distinc- 
tion is to be drawn between cables belonging to a State and those belong- 
ing to private individuals or companies, nor between cables which are the 
property of enemies and those belonging to neutrals. 

When cable-cutting had been, for the present, disposed of, then com- 
menced the “‘slaugnter of the innocents,”’ in the shape of reports of no 
less than six committees upon the various topics of public or private 
lnterua\ionat law mentioned in the previous letver. Upon many of these 
not @ little labour had been bestowed, aud from one of them not a iitle 
amusement, as well as protit, had been expected. it proposed a body of 
thirty-two rules dealing with balioous, iu time of p-ace and in time of 
war, suggesting a system ot aerial police and douane, prescribing the 
registration of balloons, and deciding upon the nationality of cniidcen 
burn on board of them. It was necessary to close the session, and 1t was 
agreed that the next snall take place in 1904, ut Edinburgh. A principal 
task uf the first meeting of the imstitute in Scotiana wiil ve to discuss the 
report cf a committe wnich has just been appointed to araw up a manual 
of the law of neucrality. 








THE GOWN QUESTION. 


On taking his seat at Brentford County Court on the 26th ult, his Honour 
Judge suortt, K O., according to the Richmond and Twickenham Times, card: 
B-tore proceedwg with the ordinary busmees of the day, I wish to 
adaress a few words to the sulicitors who usuaily practice in this court, and 
who have hitherto assisted me with ability, witn unvar)ing cuurtesy, and 
in @ manuer the most orde:ly ana decorous, Some peopie nave lately been 
exerci-ing taeir minds in olscussing the powers of county court judges to 
imp: se upon unwilling solicitoss ihe obligatiun of wearing gowns 1n court. 
ihe question may be of mterest to some people, but 1¢ does not concern us 
at orentford in tne slighiest degree, tur | have never knowimwgly done any- 
thing of tue kind, ana have nv intention of ever doing so. Nowuere, at 
Brentford or any where else, have I adop.ed that practi:e—though I believe 
it to be almost universal, and to be attenaed with many advanteges— 
without previous inquiry as to the wishes of the general body of 
p:acti iouers, aud without waving reason tu believe that the practice would 
be agreeable to ana welcomea by them. It has now bevu in existence 
nere for nearly a year, and you ali know how it nas worked. You know 
that if the case of avy ULxOwned aavocate were called on, tae W Kt that 
could hapyen would be its being passed over till he gut a gown or borrowed 
one—a matter of not the slighust difficulty, and of frequent occurrence. 
You know that the case would theu, on sappilcation made, be reiustaced 
aud beard, sud that no loss beyoud w» brief deiay cotlid happen to any 
client whose advocate aid not wiltully and wantonly refuse to compl) with 
the easy practice uf the court. Huwever, I have seen it stared somewhere 
that tue practice is not m javour with tue solicitors Of this court, 1 intend 
tu vest the Cc -rrectness of this aesert.on, aud should it turu out that che 
practice is in any way burdensome or lucouvenient to you, or that 1 1s fur 
auy other reason uuWeluume to you, abd you wien it wbulisned, it shall 
cease with the present eitiing of the court. 1 bave aked the registrar to 
try aud find ouc with as much certwinty as he can waout your wisues are 
upon the matter, aud I should be mucn obliged it you would make them 
known to vim in writing. I atiach uo intrinsic importauce to tue 
question of robes, but 1 do attacn importame to tue orderly and 
decent conduct of business So long as a rule on the subject 
exicts, nO fractious individual can be allowed to trample it 
under foot. In such an event the question woula no longer ve the 
trumpery one of gown or no gown ; it wuld becume the impuriant oue of 
order or disurder, uf deference to or defiance of lawful authority, a ques- 
tion of the supreme importance of which those ouly can appreciate who 
have to administer the heavy business of a court like tu. One word 
more. Wuwatever reguletions tor the orderly and devent couduct of 
business may for tue future be in force in this court, if uny persun comes 
oown here, and atter being informed of their extotence, will persisc 10 
eetting them at defiance, aud wheu remiuded of the diecviplinary powers of 
the court, wiil ly dare ihe court to exercise those powers, it will be ot 
iil day for law and order and decency in Sreniford ‘Wueu a judge cau be 
founa who wiil permit such an outrage tu be permitied with impuuity. 
It has occurred w me that I ought to remind you of at least one pracucal 
incouvenknce wuich will result trom the abolition of this present practice, 
very preeumption bas bitherto, and naturally, been made in tavuur of & 
person whosppeased in rubes ; 1: has been assumed that he wa a duly qualined 
solicitor, and thathe had complied with those stat uwory requiremenw wo to the 
registrar's = witnout wowh he has vo right of sudiwuce. No quest 
has been of him, and no time has been lost in making quires, 
But no such presumption could safely be made in the case of every 
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ungowned stranger who c mes here and says he is asolicitor. His name 
mus, I suppose, be asked fur aad given ia every case, the Law List will 
be in constaut requisition, and frequeat recourse must be made to the 
registrar’s roll, Much valuable time will thus be lost ia a court where 
every moment of our time is precious. ‘This is no mere matter ot 
etiquette, but one of very practical importance, which [ trast you will not 
lose sight of when communicating your wishes to the registrar. 

Mr. O. Robinson, the senior colivicor in court, said that wnen they heard 
of the rule they welcomed it as assisting the basiness and preventing 
mistakes arising from unqualified men posing as advocates. Tney had 
— found the rule to work well, and he personally trusted it would 
continue. 








THE MILWARD CASE. 


Tue surprise which was felt in Birmingham some three months ago when 
the unfortunate complications in the affairs of Messrs. Milward & Uo., 
which eventually led to the bankruptcy of the firm, were first made public, 
was deepened in the city on Saturday, the 26th ult. says the 
Birmingham Daily fost (from which the following particulars 
are taken), when it became known that ‘the senior partner, Mr, 
Robert Harding Milward, had been arrested on a charge of mis- 
appropriation of trust funds. For very many yeais the firm of 
Milward & Oo. had occupied one of tue foremost positions as solicitors in 
the Midlands. Professionally Mr. R H. Milward, the nead of the firm, was 
held in the highest esteem, and he was no less respected in private life. In 
Birmingham he was at one time a member of the VUity Uouncil, and for 
years he was as-ociated with its leading social and philanthropic movements, 
while in Worcestershire, where he was born and resided for the greater part 
of his life, he was actively identitied for a considerable period with tne pub- 
lic work of the county. In the practice of his profession he was the contiden- 
tial legal adviser of many prominent county families as well as important 
business firms, and his extensive chamber work, which wasof the highest class, 
was always regarded as being most lucrative. Few offices were better known 
in Birmmgham than the large suite which Messfs. Milward’ & Co. occupied 
in Waterloo-street, and it was a great surprise to the public to learn in June 
last that the affairs of the firm were seriously embarrassed. It will be 
remembered that in the early of June the trustees of the late 
Rev. George Inge applied to the Chancery Livision for an order upon Mr. 
R. H Milward, as the solicitor to the estate, for the payment of a very 
large sum of money which it was alleged was due to them. The order was 
made, aud as it was not complied with, the trustees again appealed to 
the court, and Mr. Justice Farwell made an order of attachment against 
him. Mr. Milward intimated his intention to answer the writ, bus the 
worry consequent on bis troubles brought on a paralytic seizure, and he 
was unable to leave his room for several weeks. in the meantime an 
investigation of the affsire of the firm was commenced, but betore it was 
completed a receiving order was made on the pertition of a creditor, and in 
July Mr. R. H. Milward and his son and er, Mr. John Henry 
Milward, were adjudicated bankrupts. Un the institution of these pro- 
ceedings the writ of attachment was withdrawn; but in 
August, on the application of the Incorporated Law Society 
the name of Mr. R. H. Milward was struck off the rolls (ante. p. 716) 
The fir-t meeting vf creditors was subsequently held, when the actual 
statement of affairs disclosed an estimated deficiency on the joint estate 
of £27,063, tne liabilities being £91,653. Unsecured creditors were set 
down at £73,551, tully secured at £5,927, and par ly secured at £28,302, 
the security for the latter being vaiued at £10,200. The principal assets 
were: Oontingent mterest iu verious undertakiugs. .750; snares and 
fourtn debentures, £1,392 ; good book debts, £14 321; aud surplus from 
securities in the hands of creditors fully secured, £3,500. Tue private 
estat.s each showed asurplus: Mr. K. H Milward, £123; Mr. J. H. 
Milward, £94. The chief a-sets in the name of. #r. K. H Milward were: 
Furniture, £2,500; »nd surplus of securiues, £4,000; the heaviest liability 
being a deticiency of £5,656, after al owing £16,140 as the value of the 
security beld by creditors partly secured. Briefly stated, the causes leading 
to the tailure, as given by the debtors, were: ‘** Heavy losses caused partiy 
by Mr. R H Mhulward's late partner, Mr. Thomas Spencer, by whom he 
estimates he iost £40000’ When Messrs. R. H. aud J. H Milward 
appeared before Mr Kegistrar Glaisyer at the Birmingham County Uourt 
for their public examination, nearly turee weeks ago, en appiication by 
the official receiver (Mr. L. J. sharp) for an adjournment was granted in 
order that the mvestigation of the affiurs of the bankrupts might be com- 
pleted, and the public examination was postponed until November. A 
warrant for the arrest of Mr RK. H, Milward was granted on ‘Lhursday m 
last week by the city stipendiary (Mr. ‘I’. m. Colmore) upon the wformation 
of the official revetver, and Mr. Milward was arrested on Saturday morning 
and brought to Birmingham. Unarriving there he was piuced in the dock 
The magistrate on tue bevch was Mr. W. L Powell Detrctive super- 
intendent Daniel, m answer to Mr. Kivg (magtstrate’s clerk), produced 
the warrant on which he had apprehenaed the prisoner, Mr. King then 
read the charge, which stated that prisoner was sixty-four years of age, 
and of no profession, it read: “* Un the 2nd of June, 1901, having been 
entrusted as un attorney with the sum of £2,800 in money, being the money> 
of Sir William Jattrey, Bart., Sir John Ubaries Holder, Bart., and Walter 
W. Wiggin EKxq, as the trustees and executors of the will of Su Johu 
Jaffray, Bar’., deceased, with a certaim direction m writing to pay the saia 
sum of money to the person specifiod in the said direction, unlaw- 
fully and in violation of good faith and contrary to the terms of 
the eaid direction did convert to his own use and benetit the sad 
sum of money,’ Mr. King (magistrate’s clerk), to tne officer; Your 
application is fora remand? Tne UOhiet Cons : I ask for a remand 
until Thursday. This prosecution is in the hands of the Treasury. I have 





been in commuuication by telephone with teir solicitor, who is out of 
towa and cannot ieach here’ He nas asked me to apply for a remand uutil 
Toursday. Mr. King (‘0 prieover): Have you any reason to give why you 
should not be remaudea? Pri-oner: I have to ask for bail. The 
Magistrate: You will be remanded unril Thureday  [ do not feel that I 
can take the responsibilisy of granting oail, Mr. Milward. It wil: be 
refused. Prisoner: Do [ unaerstand that you refuse bail? The 
Magistrate: Yes. Prioner: It is very unusual to refuse bail in these 
circumstances. The Magis rate: I do not think so, sccording to my 
experience. You may ren-w your application for bail when the case 
comes on agayn next Thursday. Frisoner: That means that I am 
to be kept in custody from now until that day. It is a gross 
condition of things. I am prepared with substantial bail. ‘he 
Magistrate: What has the prosecution to say? Mr. Luke J. Sharp 
(official receiver): I have to say, and Ido so with much regret, that 
the charge is of a serious nature, and that other charges are to be 
preferred. ‘The Magistrate: What has the Chief of Police to say? The 
Ohief Constable: Unless I have instructions to the contrary from the 

I must oppose the application. The : Under the 
circumstances I cannot take tue responsibility of granting bail. Mr. 
King: You may, of course, if you think fit, take a shorter remand with a 
view to another application being made. The Ohief Constable: If 
necessary you can make the remand until next Monday, when Mr. 
Rowlands (the Treasury solicitor) can be present. The ufficial Receiver : 
if the remand is uutil Monday a further remand must be given. We 
are not prepared to go on with the case at present. Mr. King: 
Tae only object of the remand will be to give the prisoner 
opportunity to make application for bail. The Ufficital Receiver : 
counsel is uot here, as the notice was so short. Mr. Partitt is retained 
tne Treasury to conduct the case. Prisoner: The law presumes that I 
mnocent; therefore I am entitled to ask for bail and to press 
for bail. I am in the position to give the most substantial bail 
that can be asked. The Magistrate :I will alter the remand until 
Monday, when you can then renew your application. On M 
Mr. Milward was again brougat up before Mr Uolmore, the stipendiary 
magistrate. Mr. Parfitt having informed the stipendi«ry that he had 
been instructed by the Treasury to prosecute, observed that the case came 
before the court on Saturday, and that bail was refused. An adjourn- 
ment was, however, granted in order that the matter might be further 
considered. Counsel asked for a formal remand until Thursday, whea he 
wouid apply for a further remand for a week His hope was that the 
prosecution would then be able to go thoroughly into the care. 
Stipendiary : It isa clear understanding that you are not going on wil 
it on Toursday next? Mr Parntt: The intention of the prosecution is 
go On with the charges on the 9tn of Uctober. That date, I understand, 
cuits everybody. Mr. Hazeli applied for bail. He took it that the 
vbject of retusal of bail would be to prevent the possibility of a 
putting himself out of the reach of justice. in the pre-ent case 
was not the slightest possibili:y of that takmg place. Mr. Milward 
consented to an adjudication in eg ge Bang that 
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recult would be strict investiga i 

receiver im bankruptcy had tnroughout been possession 
various addresses at which the accused had lived d 

the proceedings had been in progress. If there had the 
desire on his part to put himself out of the reach of j 
might have done so some timeago. te had, however, remained at 
ready at avy time to answer any charges which might be brought against 
nim. The swpendiary was aware of something of the character of the 
charges made, and counse] sudmitted that it was very necessary in the 
interests of the prosecution, the defence, and the prisoner himrelf, that his 
own personal attention should be given to the matrer. If his defence were 
not to be prejudiced—and he (Mr. Hazell) was sure that was the last thing 
the bench would wish—it was necessary that the accu-ed shvuld be able to 
give full neip to his advisers. He was able to offer substantial bail, 
sureties whue credit was ay : = vy yd = - 
arrested on one +pe.ific charge wiseppropriaaung £2. & to 
understood that the Treasury will instcate other charges? Mr. Parfitt 
said that there would be two more charges—three altogetner. The Public 
Prosecutor Considered that it was essentially a case in which pro- 
ceedings should be taken. So far as the ation had been 
avle to ascertain, a sum of something hke £11,000 was involnd 
in that charge and the two others whlch 16 was proposed to prefer 
against the prisoner, Tae against him were of -a most 
serious character, and mvolved large amounts Mr. Mulward’s posi- 
tion was we known, and he (couusel) was not going to suggest that he 
Woes a gentleman who would play fast and loose with the court. It was, 
uowever, « purely hypothe ical question, and he asked the stipsndiary to 
consider whether bal suould be granved. But it bail were allowed he a ked 
that it should be fixed at sucn a substantial amount as would, so far as 
chey coutd see, make it certem that the acoused would tura up to anewer 
the charges, ‘The 3’ : I cannot grant Dail until | know woat 
those charges mentioned oy Mr. Partitt are, I must refuse bail, Mr, 
tramell: Wall it be allowable to make anotuer appleation when tee other 
charges which have been vaguely hinted at are formulated? The Shpea- 
diary : You oan, of course, apply for bail at any time, bat if she —- 
are as seriuus as Mr, Partitt puts it, 1 do not think it is a case in © 

oan grant bail, 
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CONCERNING PROFESSIONAL CRIMINALS. 


Se Rosert Anpenson has an interesting article on this subject in the 
Nineteenth Century for October. In the course of the article, which 
will well repay perusal, he says: The crime articles which I have been 
permitted to contribute to the pages of this review have in some quarters 
been describid as ‘‘an agitation.’’ It is unusual, in England at least, 
for an agitation to receive so soon and so signally the highest official 
approval. The following is an extract from the Times report of the 
summer assizes: it is cuiled from the paper of the 12th of July. ‘ Mr. 
Justice Phillimore, in the course of his charge to the grand jury at 
Maidstone, said that the calendar was remarkable for the number of 
charges of burgl»ry and robbery with violence whic» it contsiued It 
would perhaps be found, when the cases came to be examined, that the 
persons charged with burglary were old offenders. How such persons 
shou'd be punished was a question which had recently attracted consider- 
able attention. Sir Robert anderson had written several interesting 
articles on the subject since his retirement, and the matter hai 
been brought before the judges of the Kivg’s Bench Division by 
one of the oldest, the most experienced, and the most humane of 
their number. The result had been that communications had paseed 
between the Home Office and the judges with the view of ascertaining 
whether it would not be possible to devise rome new form of detention 
more or Jess permanent, but slighter in its incidence, than penal servitude, 
by which old offenders might be restrained from preying upon the public 
It was constantly necessary for judges to pass sentence upon prisoners as 
to whom it was certain that when their term of imprisonment was over 
they would renew their old dishonest life. Such unhappy peuple were the 
ber gy of the judges, the police, and all reforming agencies. It wou'd be 
if, in the interest of the public, some scheme such as that which he 
had indicated could be elaborated without undue cruelty.”’ The p:rticular 
projet de loi which the judges have thus adopted is that to which I gave 
prominence in my article of last December, viz. : that, with a view to the 
adequate protection of the community, the courts should be empowered to 
pass sentences for prolonged termsthat would not entail the cast-iron severity 
of our present — discipline. In this matter, as also in respect of the 
other reforms I have advocated, I make no claim to originality. On the 
contrary, I have done litile more than formulate views which are held 
by all who are in a position to understand the problems involved. I 
am all the more anxious therefore that no prejudice should be caused 
by misconceptions or misrepresentations of the changes proposed, or of 
the grounds on which I urge them. I beg permission, therefore, to 
restate them, with some important modifications, the outcome of further 
thought and fuller discussion with persons specially fitted to advise upon 
questions of the kind. But, first, as to what I have not said. Our English 
newspapers are happily free from the reproach which rests upon the press 
of certain foreign countries: they are incapable of deliberately misleading 
the public, even on the smallest matters. But in the rush and scramble 
of prees work inaccuracy prevails, and a telling paragraph in one journal 
is reproduced by others. It has thus come about that a number 
of the provincial papers gave currency to the report that in my judg- 
ment there are but seventy professiona) criminals in this country. This 
was a gloss upon a statement contained in my December article 
In dealing with the possible objection to my scheme, that the number 
of criminals who would need to be permanently incarcerated would be 
80 great as to render it unworkable, I referred to a popular advertisement 
about “70,000 thieves known to the police.’’ My immediate subject, as 
stated on the very same page, was organised crimes against property ; and 
my words were *' that if, not 70,000, but seventy known criminals were put 
out of the way, the whole organisation of crime against property in Evgland 
would be dislocated.’’ I will only add that, if Scotland Yard to-day could 
supply a list of seventy criminals who have both the means and the ability 
to. organise crimes of this class, my retirement from office must have been 
followed by an extraordinary development either of crime or else of the 
knowledge of criminals by the police. Iam told that in the city a few 
well-known men are responsible for the entire system of fraudulent 
company promoting, by which the public are systematically swindled. 
certain it is that a few well-known criminals are responsible for the 
balk of the organised crimes against property. In my first articleof this series, 
which ed in February last year, 1 referred to them as “‘ the élite of the 
profession,’’ and ladded, “ Such men live well. They can name their 
favourite wine, and they know a good cigar. A trip to Brighton is an 
ordinary incident in their easy lives; and a winter visit to Monte Carlo is 
nothing out of the way. They are responsible for the elaborate frauds, 
the + forgeries, and bank robberies which now and then startle the 
’* Some years ago a doctor friend of mine, who has a large practice 
one of the suburb-, spoke to me about a mysterious patient of his. 
Bow and then he bastened to the man’s house in responce to on 
urgent meseage asking for his immediate ttendance; but, 
though he always found him in bed, he never could discover anything 
serious the matter with him. This, however, was scarcely a grievance 
from a doctor’s point of view, especially as the patient was rich, and always 
= his account with commendable promptitade. But a strange incident 
fecently occurred. When, in compliance with a :ummons more 
urgent even than ususl, my friend hurriedly entered his patient's room, 
the man sprang up in the bed and covered him with a revolver. As « 
matter of fact, this seemingly eccentric individual was one of the criminals 
Tam allading to. He it was who stole the famous Gainsborough picture, 
which Mr. Agnew r covered in such a dramatic manner. The doctor's 
visits were dérigued to support an aiidi in the event of his being accused of 
with any of the crimes he directed If, for example, a police 
officer should swear that the man was seen with a fellow criminal, say at 
twelve o’clock on a certain day, his doctor could testify than an hour later 
* 


i 





on that very day he found him still in bed. The man lived in luxury, 
though he never did an honest day’s work in his life. I know of ctimes 
his “‘ earnings ”’ from which, taken together, amounted to very Jarge sunis ; 
in one case they were reckotied by tens of thousands of pounds. At one 
time he kept a steam yacht. He was not only a master in planving a 
great crime, but he wasin a position to choose suitable lieutenauts to carry 
it out, and ulso to supply them with the necessary funds. Such men, of 
course, are few in number, and they sre so well known that their names 
might be included in a statute of outlawry. And if reason and common 
sense were allowed a hearing in such matters, this would be an admirable 
method of dealing with them. But what is our present method? if and 
when they are brought to justice they are ‘ punished ” for tue particular 
crime charged against them by a few years’ imprisonment, and then 
turned out again to plan new crimes Men of this type are the aristocracy 
of crime. We next come to the professional classes generally. The dis- 


tinction between the professional criminal and the occasional criminal is 


well known to ali who have to do with crime. ‘‘ There are two classes of 
curglare,’”? said Mr. Montagu Williams (the words are the opening 
sentence of the eleventh chapter of his Rownd London), ** those who daoble in 
crime, breaking into houses when their funds are low ; and those who 
make it the serious business of their lives,” And by “ professional 
criminals’? I mean thosé who make crime ‘‘the serious business of their 
lives.” And here several questions claim consideration. Oan such criminals 
te clearly distinguished? Arethey numerous? Are our present methods 
of dealing with them adequate? And if not, how should they be 
treated? As regards the first two questions, people must be guided 
by those who have ) eaten knowledge of criminals, And their 
testimony is explicit emphatic. There is no difficulty in ascer- 
taining whether a man is a criminal in the sense that he has com- 
mitted a crime or crimes, or a criminal in the deeper sense 
that crime is his regular occupation and habit, Indeed, the inquiry 
involved is one of the simplest that a competent police force has to under- 
take. I will not attempt to estimate statistically the volume of profeesional 
crime. Two facts are certain, and nothing more is needed for the purpose 
in hand. First, the professionals are numerous enough to keep the 
inhabitants of our large cities in a state of siege; and, secondly, they are 
not so numerous as to make the task of dealing with them an impracticable 
one. For as I have repeatedly explained, the ‘‘ habitual crimivals,”’ 
so-called, registered at Scotland Yard under the Prevention of Crimes Act, 
are not necessarily persons wao live in and by crime. That register of 
course includes most of our professional criminals, but it includes 
also a greater number who are ‘“‘habitual criminals” only in a 
statutory sense. That this distinction should be so generally over- 
looked is not surprising, for it is absolutely ignored by the 
law. The law declares that any one who has been in certain cir- 
cumetances twice convicted of crime is an habitual criminal; and the 
maintenance of this legal fiction tes to hurt a casual offender, and 
also to shield the crimival who is a real *‘ habitual.’’ As a matter of fact 
the law does not recognize the existence of criminals of this class, albeit 
they are such an important factor in the practical problem of crime. And 
now I appeal to an intelligent public to consider these facts ; first, that 
we have 1n our midet a considerable number of who of set purpose 
live by crime ; and, second, that the law at present fails to provide means 
to protect society from their depredations. In proof of the first, 
I appeal to the united testimony of judges, magistrates, prison 
and police officials, and practical p thropists who séek to 
help our criminals. Here, ¢g., is an extract from Mr. Justice 
Wille’s letter to the Times of the 2let of February, 1901. After 
alluding to ordinary criminals, he went on to write as follows: 
** But there are others who follow crime as the business of their lives, who 
take it as a profession, who calculate and accept its risks, who have 
entirely ceased to work (if they ever did work), and never mean to do so. 
Such men are really hopeless. No punishment will alter them, and the 
moment they are released they begin to practise crime again. They are 
teachers of crime both by precept and example, and their exploits often 
throw a kind of halo of romance over crime, which does infinite mischief.”’ 
Of these professionals some are men of ability and strength of character, 
while others are of exceptionally weak nature But while this distiaction 
should be taken into account in settling details of prison discipline, it is of 
no importance here. What alone concerns us at this stage is the fact that 
criminals of this class abound, and that their existence is now ignored by 
the law; for, as I have explained in us articles, under our present 
system the punishment of crime, and not the protection of éociety, is the 
main principle which governs the administration of the criminal law. Or 
if the criminal is considered, as distinguished from the crime, this is 
strictly limited by the Prevention of Crimes Act. And the anomaly and 
resulting mischief cannot but be intensified by every improvement in 
identifying criminals. Increased facilities for proving thac an accused 
person is an habitual criminal in the statutory sénse will serve ‘to 
check the searching inquiry necessary to ascertain wWhther he is a 
** grofessional,’’ or mércly an occasional committer of crime. . . . 
It may be objected toat di ation of liberty ie in iteelf a punishment, 
and a punishment of a very drastic character. Yes, bu‘ it is a punishment 
of the which, in the moral government of the world, mén bring upon 
themselves, as froth punishments which-are inflicted upon 
them under some te award. e Case is somewhat parallel to that of 
a man who does a wrongful act which leads to his being convicted and 
sentenced, and also to bis losing a position of emolutient. The loss of his 
position may be the severest élement in his ‘' t’’; Dut this is a 
natural and of his act, and he has only himeelf to 
biame for it. And this iéads me to say that on ove important ‘point 
I differ, though with respéect, from Mr. Justice Wills, ‘‘ Stich men 
are really hopeless,” he ; Ho ptinishinientt will alfer'them.” That 
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the professionals include many who really cannot abstain from criminal 
acts I firmly believe. And our present system is brutal im its operation 
upon wretched creatures of this class. The old Jaw which sent then to the 
gallows was really more merciful. They are moral lini&tics, and as such 
they ought to be treated. But by far the most troublesome and 


dangerous criminals are of a wholly different type. As Sir Alfred truly | 


rays, in following crime as a profession, they ‘‘ calculate and accept its 
risks.’’ Let the risks be so increased as to make them really deterrent, 
and the calculating process will have a different result. Police efficiency 
has done a'g od deal to this end. It would do much more were it not 
that the general decrease in crime has operated so to Jersen the penalties 
of crime that the law is no longer a terror to bold and adventurous 
spirits. In the book already quoted, Montagu Williams remarks that 
**a great many burglars carry firearms, but they rately use them” ; and 
from this he rightly argues that they are restrained by the fear of conse- 
quences. He might have added that if many burglars are careful to 
abstain from carrying fire arms, it is from the same cause. For some 
men @ life of idleness und adventure, with plenty to eat and driok, has such 
a fascination that the chance of a five years’ seutence will not deter them 
from following it. But let them know with certainty that a conviction 
will end their career and they will refuresuch‘a rick altogether. Many of 
these men are by no means hopeless; and if theJaw were made ‘a terror 
to evildoers,’ they would abstain from crime, Butnowadays, because there 
are fewer criminals than formerly, those who persist in crime enjoy an 
immunity which is a positive incentive to crime. This is due to two causes. 
First, as already explained, the law does not recogouize habitual criminals, 
except in the stdtutory sense ; and, secondly, the humanitarian folk are the 
patrons of these scoundrels; and even if a strong judge uses to the full 
the powers now allowed him by the law, the pron effect of his sentence is 
too often destroyed by the action of these agitators. It is important, 
therefore, to educate public opinion on the subject. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvUTIoN. 


Atrrep Taytor and Jonn Antany Meapsorg, solicitors (Taylor Son, & 
Meaamore), 19, Old Burlington-street, London. Sept.2. The said John 
Anlaby Meadmore will continue the said business in his own name. 

[ Gazette, Sept. 30. 





GENERAL, 


The salaries and retiring annuities of judges of the High Court of Appeal 
for the year ended March last are stated to have amounted to £173,427—- 
an increase of £2,656 over the previous year. 


Mr. Justice Wright has fixed the following commission days for holding 
the ensuing autumn assizes onthe Western Oircuit—viz., Salisbury, Satur- 
day, October 25; Dorchester, Thursday, Uctober 30; Taunton, Monday, 
November 3; Bodmin, Saturday, November 8; Exeter, Thursday, 
November 13; Winchester, Wednesday, November 19 ; Bristol, Thursday, 
November 27. 


An American judge, says the Globe, looked over his spectacles at the 
prisoner: ‘‘Have you anything to say before sentence is passed?” 
**Yes,”’ answered the prisoner, pleadingly; “I venture to express the 
aspiration that your honour will graciously deduct from the term of my 
imprisonment the time occupied by my counsel’s speech.’’ And he 
yawned wearily, 


It is announced that the work of the Royal Commission on martial law 
in South Africa is practically finished, as there are very few cases to be 
inquired into at Pietermaritzburg; and that the members of the Commis- 
sion will proceed by steamer to Uspe Town, and atter ependivg two more 
days there will leave for Kngland on the 8th of October. Their report will 
not be drawn up until their return to England. 


Lord Alverstone, says ‘‘ South Africa,’”’ while on the Carisbrook Castle 
bound for the Cape, took part in a ‘Trial by Jury,’’ appearipg for 
plaintiff in the breach of promise action ‘‘ Farnham v. Orr.”’ His lordship 
opened his care with a modest apology that, owing to the absencs of 
another counsel, his fair client was to be so unworthily represented by him- 
self. He could hardly have expected the patronising remark of the 
presiding judge, ‘‘ Oh, doubtless you will do your best.” 


Sir Robert Finlay was on Wednesday presented with the freedom of 
the Royal burgh of Nairn, ia tbe neighbourhood of which he bas bis resi- 
dence. The ceremony was held in the proomee of a large and representa- 
tive assembly of the district. The resolution of the town council stated 
that the honour was conferred in recognition of Sir Robert’s eminence as 
a lawyer, of the distinction with which he had served the Stute as solicitor- 
General for England from 1895 to 1900, and as Attorney-General since 
1900, and of the invaluable services he had rendered to the community as its 
Parlusmentary re tative, and aleo in promoting numerous local 
scherties for the public welfate. The Provost of Nairn, in pene oe 
burgess ticket, said that Sir Robert Finlay came to Nairn in 1885, a 
stranger and an untried man, and now he was a citizen of the burgh and 
the accomplished Attorney-General. 

The death is announced of Mr. Horace Gray, late a justice of the 
Supreme Oourt of the United States, within little more than three weeks 
after his retirement. In 1854 he was appointed reporter of the decisions 
of the Supreme Court of Massach and ten years later an Associate 
Justice of the same court. He became Justice in September, 1873. 





As a judge he gained a reputation as an authority upon all matters relating 
to constitutional law, and those which concern chartered rights. In 
December, 1881, he was appointed an Associate Justice of the yng 
Court of the United States. He was, says a correspondent of the Times, 
la'ge and powerfully built, and had a strong face full of character and 
determination. He maintained the dignity of the court in a high sense. 
He kept himself absolutely aloof from p:rtizan politics from the earliest 
days of his judicial career in his own State. 


In a suit relating to brewery property, says the American Case and 
Comment, an eminent and very dignified counsellor was one day to 
the court some manuscript affidavits which were not over legible, and by 
mistake read the word ‘‘ mash ’’ as *‘ wash.’”” Oounsel on the other side, 
who was small of stature and polite in manner, but keen in intellect and 
sarcastic, was immediately on his feet, and with a somewhet irritatiog 
deference of manner, begging his oppouent’s pardon, &c., asked liberty to 
suggest that the word which the eminent counsellor read ‘‘ wash’’ was 
really “‘ mash.’ Somewhat nettled, the counsellor thus corrected thanked 
him for the information, and added that he was not himself very familiar 
with terms used in the brewery business, as he had never spent much of 
his time in a place of that kind. ‘* Are we to understand then,” said his 
opponent in his suavest manner, ‘‘ that the eminent counsellor wishes us 
to infer that his early days @ere spent in a laundry ?”’ 


Mr. Tankerville Chamberlayne writes to the Times as follows: ‘‘In the 
year 1895 a young man named Frank Miles was sentenced to death for the 
murder of his wife at Norwich. The circumstances were briefly theee : 
Miles had borne an excellent character, but unfortunately he married a 
woman whose temper and morals made his life miserable Again and 
again did he do his best to reform her, but in vain, and one day, when 
goaded almost to madness by her conduct and language, in a moment of 
ungovernable passion he stabbed her, and her death was the result. 
Immediately after the sentence was mounced two petitions, one signed 
by 15,000 people in Norfolk, and the other by 14,500 inhabitants 
of Southampton, his native town, were forwarded to the Home 
Secretary, and I called attention to the casein the House of Commons, 
The sentence was then commuted into one of penal servitude for life. 
Just recently, at my request, the late Home Secretary kindly undertook to 
reconsider the case, with the result, however, that he felt bound to 
decline to advise any further leniency. Not many days after I received 
his letter one Herbert Dickson was tried at the Old ley for what was 
called the ‘ mauslaughter’ of his wife. It appeared his was a sad story 
of domestic unhappiness caused by the wife’s conduct and unfaithfulness, 
and one day. when upbraiding her for her perfidy, he became & 
exasperated at her language that in a fit of fury he seized a bnife and cut 
her throat. The judge, in passing sentence, which was six months’ 
imprisonment in the second declared his sympathy with the 
prisoner and almost apologized for having to p him at all. 
There is, h»wever, one t of difference in there two cases— 
Dickson had threatened his wife if he found she continued her 
misconduct, but Miles’s crime was entirely uppremeditated.'’ Mr. Percy 
J H_ Robinson, Dickson’s solicitor, has since written to 
that ‘‘there was no evidence that his crime was 
Chamberlayne’s letter would seem to suggest. The true facts are that at 
the time the crime was committed Dickson was not merely upbraiding his 
wife for her conduct, but urging her to turn over a new leaf aud be true 
to him, whereupon his wife said she had ceased to care for him and would 
do as she liked. using words which clearly meant that she would commit 
adultery; then it was that in a moment of frenzy Dickson said she should not 
live another duy with the man referred to, and seized a knife and cut her 
throat. A great portion of the evidence was of such a painful and un- 
pleasant character as to render it almost unfit for publication; but if Mr. 
Ubamberlayne had heard tais evidence I think he would have agreed with 
the learned judge and with the grand jury, that not only was the crime 
énti ely unpremeditated, but that it was committed under such dreadful 
provocation as to reduce the offence to manslaughter.” 


The following letter has been addressed by a parish council to the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board: ‘‘I am directed to call your atten- 
tion to the inconvenience occasioned by the Locsl Government Act, 1894, 
in compelling country parishes to elect the same person as Poor Law 
guardian and rural district councillor. As you are aware, the duties of the 
two offices are dissimilar, and the necessary qualifications by no means 
always — in the ee — in the Se St he 
undesirable that country parishes should be permanen’ ve 

right of free choice which they under the old law when 

to the offices of Poor Law guardian and waywarden. It is true that 

to the Local Government Act, 1894, the Poor Law guardian und the 
sanitary work as well as the Poor Law work, but he at all events had not 
the burden of the highway work as well. Even then, however, it was 
beginning to be found that the sanitary work demanded more time than the 
average Poor Law guardian could willingly spend upon it. The sanitary work 
of country parishes is increasing year by year, and now that highway matters 
cau no longer be locked after hy eespanste segeceinsnave mnaty SERS SSEES 
councillors have more than they can properly attend to, Moreover, this 
Act causes friction, by leaving only one elective office of consequence to be 
filled in most parishes. In thie particular parish, when the new Act came 
into force, an election ensued because the Law guardian did not 
to give up his duties, neither did the warden wish to give his, 
although neitner of had the least to perform the Duties 
formerly discharged to the sati-faction of the parish by the other. In 
the next parish vo this the Act in question compels a lady to undertake 
the highway aod sanitary work ratwer then relinquish the work of a 
Poor Law guardian, for which she is well qualified, aud in which she takes 
@ great interest. It seems to this council that a continuation of this 
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compul+ion i- not in the best interests of rural parishes, and is just as 
undesvable as it woud be if the inhabitants of bo ovghs wers comp-lled 
to elect tne ssme persons bo‘has town councillors and Poor Law guardians 
This council therefore hopes tnat a short Act may be passed to remove the 
grievance whi:h the act of 1894 has imposed. No separate expenses of 
election nesd be incurred, us diff rent ccloured b:llot pspers could be 
used, as already ix the case ‘where the elec’ions for rural district cour ci!lors 
and parish councillors are held simultaneousty.”? The following reply has 
been received: ‘* I am directed by the Local Government B ard to advert 
to your letter of the 22ad ult., sugge-ting an amendment of section 24 (3) 
of the Local Government Act, 1894, ro as to remove the necessity for the 
offives of guardian and district councilor of a rural parish being vested in 
the same pereon. The President recognizes that the existing system may 
on occasion be open 10 the disadvantage to which your letter refers, but 
at the same time he has no evidence of any general demand fer a change 
in the law on the subject. He has, however, directed that the repre- 
sentation which you have made shall be noted for consideration.”’ 








Warne to Intenpine Hovse Purcuassrs anp Lessezs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary Arrangements independently Tested and 


Reported upon. For a :. th ply to The Sanitary Engineering Oo. (H. 
Carter, C.E., Manager), ictoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 yeurs. Telegrams: Scaietion London. Telephone: 316 West- 


mipster.—[Apvr. | 








THE PROPERTY MART 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Oct. 6 =. Jexxiss & fons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Premises known as Nos. 7 
‘and 8, Laurence Pountnes-iane, (annon-street E C. Solicitors, Messrs. Benwell & 
Norfolk, London, ‘See advertiseme -t, Seps 27, p. 4) 

Oct. 9.— Messrs. Stimeon & Sons, at the Mart, at 2:—Peckham: Nine Freehold Pepver- 
— d rents. red ui) 44 houses, with reversion in 1969 to 1972 to the rack- 

estimated a :200 p-r annum _ Solicitors, Messrs Pollock & .o., London — 
Walsh: Freeh ha Seontdaout of £12 12s , secured upon two houses, with reversion 
to the rack-rents of avout £75 per annua. Solicitors, “Ylessrs. Brooks & He ler, 
London —Freehold Premis-s beionging to and in tne occupation of the toyal Asylum 
= — Deaf and Dumb Poor, Old Kent-road, ry ye area of about 18,610 feet 
Solicitors, Mesers, Hughes, Hooker, & Co, London. (See advertisements, 


Bept 27, p. 8.) 
RESULT OF SALE. 

Messrs H. E Foster & Cranrincp held their usual fortnightly Periodical Sale at the 
® urt, on Thuraday :a.t, wren all the Lote off-red, with one vow a pk found purchasers, 
the total realiz-d being £9,885. a following are "the prices reali 

ABSOLUrs BEV EESIO ONS 





Toa sam of £3 80 in . Bold 9,450 
Toa ~eventh of 236, 724 188. 94. India 331 per cent, Siock oe meee 1 
.. £2 160 8 per cent Local Loan Stock... ove io mee i) 
per cal Loan x ene wes ove oes -—- @ 465 
Manor of Prees ae ove - ove ves ose ns 840 
REN f-CHARGE3: 
Of £40 perannunm ... - ove vee ook oe ee -— « 900 
Of £83 Is, Lid, per annam |. ine ae sue me ae ac- ae 615 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Sept. 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Laarep is Cuascrry. 

Bazxetr Wcop Brice Worxs, Luurep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are re quired, on or 
before Oct ms to names addressees, and the particulars of tucir debts or 
claims, to F. G. Sharpe, 27, Walbrook 

GH ere 63 & Co, Loatep (xx Ligurpatiox)—Creditors are required, om or before Oct 
26, to send their names and »ddresses, and the particulars of their claims, to David 
W ilisms, 181, Queen Victoria st 

Hoi. Woot Wasuixc Co, pee en itors are requir’d, on or before Oct 27, to send 
their pames ano adcrrsses, and articulars of their debts or claims, to James Crake, 
3, Parliamen: st, Kingston upon Bull Iveson & West, Hull, solors for liquidator 

Baitway Equiruest axp Coystruction Co, Lamitzp (is LiquipaTion)—Ueditors are 
required un or before Nov 1, w send their names and sddreses, aod the particulars of 

their debts or el«ims. to Samuel Peck, Hamiiton House, Vict. ria &mb 

Po ane Boscombe, asp BouRsgmoUTH Umsinus Co Limitsp—Creditors are required 
os or before Nov 8 tv send im their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
cebts or claims, to Arthur Wiliams, Metropole chmbrs, Bournemouth, Cecker & 
‘Turner, Boursemouth, solurs for siqaudat.r 

Sr. Bepg Taavixc Co, Lonteo—Cr-ditors are required, on or before Oct 31. to send their 

mpames and add:es-es, and the particulars uf theic debts or claimr, to Taomas Bowden, 
42 4a Mreiey st. Newcast.e upon fyne 

Vosrartos Gotp Miszs, meen —Cuel itors are required, on or before Nov 6, to send 
teeir names addresses, and the pa:ticuiars of their debts or ciaims, to Augustus 
Creit Weller, 9, Fenchurch st 

Wiotos Mazxat Hovsz Co, Luurzp —Creditors are required, on or before Nov 5, to send 
their names aud adcreeses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to samuel Rigg, 
Wigtow, Rigg, Wigton, a solor to liquidator 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuurep 1x Cuancesr. 


Cuzirexnamu Cottzce Bosrpixe Hovsts Co, Limirzp—Creditors are required, or or 
Defuse Biov 8 to eend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
to Jamer Batten Winterbotham and William Read Porcher, care of Ticehurats 

& Co tacltenb em, solors to quid ators 
Conusma el ar Co, Limstep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 25, directed 
to be heard Oct Sugeoen & barfond, 10, Ironmonger in tolurs for Notice 
of appearing tat reach the abovernamned ot not Ister than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Oct 
Corriscmsmu Gas Co, Linirep- Creditors are required, on or before Nov 8 to send their 
esr addresses, nd the particulars of tucir debts or claims, to Rollit & Sons, 


es gy more Grovusp, Limitzp (18 Vo.vusrany Liquipation)—Creditors are 
dag Nov 6. to to send their names and addrees-s, and particulars of their 
or datms, to Arthur James Weisfold, 3, Market q, Dover 
ne aay Rl By rep (x Ligcaiios)—Al palaze of thetr Sebis 
ate 1 jebwa 
or dasms, to Joerph Fravks, Crowle, “Drewer's Mans ger, a, w & Kendall, 
Crowle, solors t. liquidators : 








Loxpox Unirep Tramways Co. greet ame are required, on or before Nov 11, 
to send their names and address :s, the particulars of ry: debts or — = 
—_ ~w White, Clare at House, ane st, Bristo’. Stanley & Co, Bristol, solors 

uidatowr 

Rev Lieut Co gp gre Moar required, on or before Oct %1, to send a 
names aod eddresses. and the particulars of thelr debt 's or claime, toG H Tyler, 58, 
New st, Birmingh>m Shakespesre, Birmingham. sor 

Nortrueryx BuncaLows L:miTsp— ‘reditors are required, on or before Nov 1, to send 
their vames and addressea, and the p«rticulars of their debts or claims, to Dickinson & 

Co, Sy er st West, Newcastle upon Tyne. solors to liquidator 

U 


NorTsEery NGaLow “‘ycLtinc Crus, Lonmrep Oreditors are required, on or before 
Nov I to-aanl Ghais eniman cot Gdihaaeiin, anh tie qualiediace of thar debts or claims, to 
Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne, solors for liquidator 


Norte or Byouaxn Prats Gass Insurance Co, Limrrep — Petn for winding up, 
presented Sept 24, to be heard before the Court sitting at Newcast'e upon 
Tyne, Oct 16. — & Dickinson, Mosley st, Newcastle apon Tyne, solors. Notice of 

must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Oct 15 


Paciric Istaxps Co, Limrrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors ara required, on or before 

Nov 380, to send their names and addresses, and the culars of their debts or 
claims, to Henry Crewdson Howard, }7, Co'eman st, Ashurst & Co, 17, Throgmorton 
av, solors for liquidator 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette. —Futpay, Sept 19. 
Apamson. Jouy, Tunbridge Wells Nov 1 Maitlands & Co, Kaightrider st, Doctors’ 


fnamupee, Fs any Clapham, Licensed Victualler Nov 30 Chandler, New ct, 


pe... Exity Hannan, Bexhill on Sex Oct 21 Brennan & Brennan, Maidston 

Base. Gzorcs. Catton, Norfolk, Hardware Merchant Oct ~ —— Norwich 

Bean, Tom Onew, Ealing Oct 20 Woosnam & Smith, Cha 

puares Joun THomas, Upton Knoll, nr Gloucester, Printer’ Oct ll Bellows & (o, 
oucester 

Biyeine, Besecca New '~ Mon Oct 30 hae ys Sompert, Mon 

®Loom. Susaynan Old Kentrd Oct 18 Syanot, Mannion 

Bransos, ' Hawes, Osgathorpe, Leicester Oct 8: Dean ry all Loughborough 

Breetscn Baggiet. Wimotcres Oct 24 Gateley & Son, Birminghsm 

BuckINGHAM, ALFRED Hailey, Oxford, Farmer Nov3 Westell & Son, Witney, Oxon 

CLoucH, ALFRED Middlesbrough, Clothier es 15 Dawes, Midd esbrough 

Conn gLL, Baxsamin, Kentisn Town Oct 17 Eisdell & Thompson, Jermyn st, St 
am-s’s 

Cevsixs, “nantes Murray Luccer, Tunbridge Wells Oct 30 Crundall & Co, Cannon st 

Datrox, Wriu14M, Sroston, Lancs, Farmer Novi Smith, Southport 

Dawkins, E>DwakD CoaRLes Honeywoop, 8 lierton, Devon Oct 25 Dowson & Co, 

Surrey st, Victoria Smbankment 

Eowarps, Gzorce Cannisa, Stratford Dec 1 WHillearys. Fenchurch bldgs 

“LDER, Carourne Matitpa, Norwica Oct18 Hill, Norwich 

GorHaRD francis Suerwiy, Croydon Oct18 Saunders, Comien 

GreEx, Grorce Reading, Rate “ollector Oct16 Martin & Martin, Reading 

Greece Wittiam Liverpool Oct 29 Lee. Liverpool 

Bane, James, Veptford Oct 16 Turner, Fore st 

Harpy, Jouy, Bradford, Miaer Oct vO Perkins Bradford 

Harpison, JouN, Youlgreave, Derby Oct 31 F & H Taylor, Bakewell 

Haat.ey, Tsaac, Soringeide nr Todmorden, Fivisher Novi Sutcliffes, Hebden Bridge 

Hewett, Louisa Witoey, Oxford Nov3 Westell & Son, Witney 

Hooper (Cuances, Barusbury rd, Islington, Laundryman Oct 6 Olarke & Co, 


Islington 

Hopson, Epmusp Heygy Seire, Waynflete Ross, Hereford Oct20 Rawlinson, Bedford row 

James, THomas “orean, Keasiogton Ga: dens ter, Hd Park, Surveyor Sept 8) Jams 
& Thomas, Swansea 

Kemp, Davin, Blackoool, Cotton Manufacturer Oct 30 meme 9 Blackpo 1 

Keymer, Epwarp For st Gate Oct 26 Voss Geren 

Martin, “1LL1AM FREepERicK, . Sussex Oct 31 aartin, Riogmer, nr Lewes 

Mason, Many “iseTr, Holl,way ( 20 Algar, abchuch In 

Mircue.t, Resecca, Heeley, Sheffield Oct 31 Webster & Styring, Sheffield 

fEACE, HENRY Hurton, Penistone, Yorks, Commercial Traveller Oct 25 Dransfield & 
Hodgkinson, Pen.stone 

Poscess, EN acme Forest Gate, Tailor Oct 81 Southgate & Rawson, Ironmonger 

thea 
Furr, Grorce, Livervost Nov 5 Andrews & Co, Eesex st. Strand 
wens, Seem Gorpox, Bounds Green rd, Middlesex Oct 30 Keen & Co, Knig' t- 


Poo.z, Evizasets, Ryde,I of W Novi Ratcliffe, Ryde 
as Cuanies, Upton, nr Macclesfield, Insurance Actuary Nov1 Pointon, Birming- 


Suzrwoop. Georce, Offenham, Worcester, Yeoman Oct 20 Woegataff, Pershore 

Suyrs, Sueter Epwis, B. otle, Lancs, Chemist’s Manager Oct2v Quiggin & Brothers, 
Verpoo 

Sroer, CoagLes Martiy, Peckham Nov5 Russell & Co. Norfolk ot, Strand 

“UTTON, *MBBOSE Tuomas Layiveminee Oct 31 Ellis & Co, College hill 

Sweet, Epwagp, Nottingham, Uadertaker vUct 20 Fraser, Nuttingham 

SYKEs, Any, ge park, Bammersmith Octli Marshall & » Hammersmith 

TayLok, Frepexicn, W yh Oct 20 2 ow Wimpole st 

TayLok, Josern Lexa, Nonton ath, Ma Nov 1 WRB é& PS Minor, 

iter 


Manches' 
Tower Joun Branp. Kirton Lindsey, Lincs. Farmer nda Walker & Co, Spilsby 
Travet, Exiza. Nottingham Oct 20 Sa, S Nottingha' 
Weruekalt, ) Ante Addlestone, Surrey Oct 18 Guedalla & Cross, Old Broad at 
London Gacette.—Turspay, Sept, 23, 
Axpzews, Geonce Eowarp Gencz, Rimpton, Somerset Novil Marsh & Warry, Yeovil 
Baz.ow, Eowarp Hovree, Choriton cum Hardy, nr Manchester Nov 29 Walker & Co, 
Manchester 
Bayuiss, Wi1114m Daniet, Cpveien, Somerset Nové O'Donoghue & Co, Bristol 
Bzavumoyt, AMON, worth, Salifax, Insurance Agent Oct 21 Godfrey & Co, 


Be.u, Cuag.es, Dunoington common, York, [wea Nov 28 Nicholson & Brown, York 
boutvesr, James, Southfields, Surrey ser Oot 21 Farber & ‘ickinson, Gray's ion sq 
Cnarmay, WILLIAM, sarang Jeweller Oct 81 Attenbor. uch, Piccadiliy 

Davisos, Thomas Faancis, ‘tbeapeide. Jeweller Oct 31 attenoorough. Piscadilly 
Deam, Maniax, Soephe:ds Bush one 1 Homewood, Uld Jewry chmors 

pe Groot, eer. Vassenen, South Twickenham, Auctioneer Oct 0 Senior & Furbank, 


po KINSON amy ey tor, Yorks Oct 27 a sem & West, Hull 
Ex.viorr, Pur Joum Parry, Ciifton, Bristot Oct 24 Isb-ll, Bristol 

GoL.EepaEz, waren, Wimvorne Mi ster, Dorset Nov 6 vell & Oo, Gray’s ion sq 

Gray, kiiza, C Oct 27 Grant & Vo, Strand 

Gray, Witiiam, + &, Oct 27 Grant ro Surand 

Gxzspex, Wiiiiam, Scarborough Nov65 Turnbull & Son, Scarborough 

Sowrss, Goose Dawsox, West Middlesbrough, Merchant Tailor Oct 18 Dawes, 


lesbrough 
Ker.ine, Jane, Gankey Oct 25 Sword & Bon, Hanley 
Exzssy, Manis, King’s * Beath Oct Gem & Co, Birmingham 
Lau, Jeune ag BLM bd Meredith & Oo, New sq, L'ncoln’s inn 
Massvex, Masozsy, Scutbport 0 


26 Graham, Wigan 
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ponent Wh Epwarp Harpwick, Lp Nov 1 Ph ae & Sons, De 


Morcurson Gareret Isapetra, Gt 

Reay. Josepn Westbourne Park 

Surrh, Isaperua. Patrick 8 

Sreinmayn, taut CLAvupDIvs, * % 
Picexdil'y 

Topp, Jouw Auton, Stockton on Tees Oct 29 


Middle 
Lace Merchant Oct 381 Attenborough, 


ham, R §O &rm'nghaa 


Langley, S 
Warnwaicat. Joszpx, Handsworth, Jeweller Oct 27 alaisyer & Go, + an Shipston 


Witvy, Louis, West Hampetead Oot 31 Orgi.), Lincoln’ 
London Gazette,—Frivay, Sept, 28, 


Apams, James Tuomas, Wells, 
Bacuiey. Henry, Holland st, Southwark, Builder Nov 24 
Bai, Taomas, O' 
Beare, ote Se “.. Kitsons & C>, Torquay 
Brown. 4nn, Clifton, Nov? Parer & Co, 


Coates, Josera ge my Cambs. Vestry Gierk Oct 25 Hall, Ely 


DayreL, Jonn York, Oct 25 oy 
Deaetove, Tuomas. Killinghal! 
Doopy. Frawors, Pokesdown. Bgarararath Oct 30 


Somerset Oct 27 Stone & Co 
Tereay Ook a oa Oct 23 Sturton, 
Oct 23° 


York, Farner Oct 10 Hirst & “a Har: 
Ballard, B a 


Moutp, Gzery, Hanley, In: 
NicHo.son, Gr ‘BG file 
Siackbu 


Bath 
Keene & Co, S-ething In 
Peterborough mn & 


Parke, Wittiam, 


Evuensoy, Henny Witwiam, Albert terr, Dec 1 Taylor & Taylor, New Soring 

troad at Sreicktanp Epuunp, Seu 
Forsyts Harriet, Barnes Oct 27 Morley & Co, Old Broad st 
Gooprretp, Rozert 3accum, Cardiff, Milk M Merchant Oct 80 Thomas & Peancis, Cardiff 


Grove, FLorence ‘RausurD, Palace st, Buckingham Gusts Nov 15 Hills & Halsey, 
or Shrewsbury, Silen et 27 How & Son, Shrewsbury 
miogham 


Lincoln’s inn fields 
Guisz, Jutia, Meole 


Brace, 
Hare, Fanny, Wimbedon Nové Herg:esve & Heaton, Birmi 
HAsTWELL, 





BANKRUPTCY NOTICEs. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Sept, 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Atrorp, WILLIAM, re Railway Agent Swindon Pet 
Seot 22 Ord Sept 22 

Artcutson & Co, GrorcE, ery Yarn Merchants 
Manches'er Pec Augi8 Ord Sept 24 

Raag, beh pny) Bingley, Plumber Bradford Pet 


Sept 23 
enw, 


BerreswortH, Rosert Epwarp. Swanmorr, 
Grocer Southampton Pet Sept1l Ord sept 24 
BiytH Atpget Epwarp, Gt Yarmouth, Boot Maker Gt 


Yarmouth Pet sept 23 Ord Sept 23 

Buiyts, Avucustine Hezyry. lam a Horse Dvza'er 
Warwick Pet 24 Ord 8 

Cantina, WituaM | finan * Bristol, Commz:rcial 


faaveller Bristol Pet sept x2 Ord Sept 22 

CHoLerToN, THomas soomes, Hastiogs, Tailor Hasti: gs 
Pet Sept 24 Ord Sep: 2 

Coup.arp, Jouy, Withiaxton, Commercial Traveller 
Manchester Pet Sept 28 Ord Seat 23 

Dituisrong, Frayk hig my 1 eee Jeweller Canter- 


bury Pet ety 

Prankuix, Want Loses. \ddiagtor a, Oxford, Farmer 
Aylesbury Pet Sept 28 Ord yept 23 

GuitHeRo, Samuzt, Aberystwyth, a. Victualler 

Pet Sept 23 Ord Sept2 

HatsTeap, pana, RB ae, Wheelwright Barnsley 
Pet Se Ord 8 Sept 

Hazzis, Eiate Ady Shipley, Fried Fish Dealer 


ra Pet Sept22 Ori Sept 2: 


Hosa. Joum, New Yeat, werby, Cumberland, 
Farmer Carlisle Pet Sept 24 a 
Derby, — Shopkeeper 


Hunt, Atrrep, Bolsover. 
Chesterticld Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 
Honter, ALBERT eae Nantwich. Livery Stable Keeper 
Crewe Pes Sept 23 Ond Sept 23 
Jackson, Toomas Hupson, Gruady st, Poplar, Bui der 
High Court Pet Sept22 Ord Sept 22 
LxrspeasD, CHARLES HERMANN bef rd, Hornsey, 
Author High Court Pet augé Ord 
Crosdon 


Margaret, Burnley Oct 24 Wh.twngham, Baraley 


Tusver, Henry, 














Camenoy, Matrruew James, Swindon, Wilts, Saew Oct 
6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, 5 

Craeke, Witiiam, itoel y Unies, ‘Oct 8 at 3 | 
Off Bec ridge 


4, Pavilion bldgs. Brigaton 
Grocer Oct8at3 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, 


Dudley 
GameHaw, Wriiiram,: Prestwich, ne Manchester, Cycle 
Hace Ax pe Lode Der Oat t3 Off Rec, 
GH Rey. : a 
attest 


Harcreaves Wittiam Taomas, Torrington sq Oct 8 at 11 | 
Bankruptcy blogs. Carey st 

Cannes, Davip. Aberdare, Grocer O.t 6 at 2.30 135, 

High st, M-rthyr Tvdfil 

Bagnzis. WItiiaM Wessrest, Shipley Fried Fish Dealer 
Oct 8 atti Off Rec 81, Manor ro¥, Bradford 

Horrer, es eae Gower by Feme Sole Oct9 
atl 

Houtusnaw, Frank. shea Confectioner Oct 7at12 
Off Ree, Pigtree In, Sh 

as } ar wh Jos Rhyl, Fist, ~_ « ) Sate Oct 8 at 
2 


_ chmbrs, Bastgate row. Th 
Iver, Filey, ¥Y can Bunter Oct 4 at 1 74, 
Scarb .. 


wboro woug 
Howse, Water Rashden, Northampton. Boot Manu- 
pone nad Oct 3 at 12 Off Rec, P Bridge st, North- 


npton 
Seeman, Gerorcs Pattinson Lister, and Taomas Crowe 
Haltwhistle, Northom neral Water Wanu- 
factur-rs Oct Sat3 Off’Rec, 34. Fisher st, Carlisle 
Kerrerineuam, Hasry, Lowestoft, Jobmaster Oct 4 atl 
Off Ree 8, King st, Norwich 


eS, Eegian, Grocer Oct 6 at 12 


Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

LanpsTErn, Try Shirland rd, Paddington, Fins Art 
Deater 8ati2 Bankruptoy pldgs, Carey st 

Luoyp, Hicuano Tomas, Coventry, Baker Oct 3 at 11.80 
Off Rec, 17, Hertfora st, Coventry 

Maraiorr Ervest Watson, Hereford, Cycle Agent Oct 6 
at3 2, Offa st, He-eford 

Minister, *SaMUEL CLARENCE. ey Castle, Suffolk 
Oct 4at 130 Off Reo. 8, ies at, N 


——~ 





Lintert, CHARLES, Uppet Norwo.d, Butcher 
Pet Sept 19 Ord S-pt 19 

se a ak Tuomas, Coventry, Baker Coventry Pet 
Sept 22 O 

Mattox, Joszrx Fey Pickering, York, p Sonat Dealer | 
Scarborough Sept 23 Ord Sept 23 

on Josern, Dowaham rd, Kingsland, Dealer ia Fano | 

Goods High Court Pot Sept 38 Ord sept 18 

Nexsoy, a, m uoon Hull, Seaman Kings‘on 
upon Hull Pet ¢23 Ord os 23 

Newriya, Gotpsn Spwarp, Milford Haven, Grocer Pem- 
broke Dock Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 

Oatway. Witiiam Patmer, Maisto. yy Somerset, 
Farmer Yeovil Pet Sept 23 Ox ny hd 

Pow... Rorert, Ab-rg y, Cycle Repai Tredegar | 
Pet Sept 23 . Ord Sept 23 

Roserts, Mary. Bethesda. Carnarvon, Draper Bangor 
Pet Sept 24 Ord sept v4 

mer i Onaries Jonny, Croydon Orojdon Pet Sept 22 

2 


Saunpegs, ARTHUR er at, Poole, Builder Poole 
Pet Sept 23 Ord »e 

Suira, Witttam HENRY, "Naalton. Fete Cycle Agent 
Scarborouga Pet S:0t 28 Ord Sept 23 

Terry, ony A fxHomas, Rochester, Uoutractor Rochester 


Pet sept Ord Sept 23 
Tuomas F F w, Wandsworth pe, Out Merchant Wande- 
Pet Aug 28 Ord 8 pt % 
Watrow, Saenee, Da: lington, Blacksmith Stockto: on 
Tee Pet sept 28 sept 23 
Wanrenau, assem, Bury, General Dealer Bolton Pet 
ept 


Bept 23 8 
Warsox, James Hinpson, Carlisle, Tobacconist Carlisle 
Pet 28 Ord Sept 23 
Wuiraxer, 8 M, Minehead, Semerset Taunton Pet June 
6 Ord Bept 28 
FIRST MEETINGS, 
Broome, Jon Onostawp. Derby, Baker Oot 8 at 11 Of 


Butmza, Anruur Gipson, @ 
Manufacturer 


Oct 8 at 11 Ont Heo Br albert sit 








CatLaway, wed Henny, Stratford on Avon, Builder 
Off Reo, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 


Oot 8 at 12 


| hg 


orwich 

Nicuors, Davin, bacconist Oct 10 at 11.15 

P bag = Heref Licensed Victualler Oct 6 at 3 
—r. iM. a 2, 

Offa st, Haretord 
Rusk. Ricnarp wis Manchester. Bag —--—-rammemeed 
Oct 3 at 2 Of Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste 

Rroantesten, 


fe. ft. Georcz Eowanp. Kd 
—  saalateatataad Off Rec, 199, Wolverhamptoa 


Sondaizan, a Parkinson, bape Oct Sat 11 
Reo. 4, Pavilion bid 

Witt Tomas, Shamela. 't eee Victualler 
Oo" 7 at 123) Off Bae Figtree ia. theffi 1 

oven, yr Derby, Tailor Oct 3 at lu of Reo, 47, 

li at 

Sruant Henry Parce Wandsworth, Licensed Victualler 
Oct 6 at 11.80 24, Railway app, Loadoa Br Bridge 

Terry, BANK Toomas Rocrester, Town Carter Oct 6 at 
12.15 116. Hugh et R chester 

Tomurnsos, Jerome Fleetwood, L»ncs, mee Guard 
Oct 8 at t1.3) Off Rec,14 hape' st P 

Trier, Wiitiam Epwaro Barton on Teont. t Parni* ure 
Dealer Oct 8ati2 80 Off Ro, 47, Fu'l st, 

Warson James Gixpson, Carlisle, arr omer Oct 8 at 
8.30 84, Fisher at, Varli-le 

Witaow, Tames Ne ecastie on Tyne Deaper Ost 8 at 11.30 
Off Res. 30. Mosley at. ey et syee 

Winstaytey, Everyy. West Hoathiy yO aes 
Ovt Sat i2 off Reo. ¢ Pe Partica ides B 

Waiout, James, Mey of shield, N dese 
atll Off Reo, 4, Castle aL Park ot Nottingbam 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atrorp, Wiitiam, im, Gutndon, Railway Agent Swindon 
B Pais Ss oF, ey Yorks, Plumber 
rr OMAS mata, 

Oneediond Pet Sept 23 Ord 


Sangany, Tomas, Gt See, Dealer Gt Yarmouth 


Bept2) Ora reps 23 
ae yO te Y Seite, Beigeinn, Gelliine Plymouth 
Buyrn, Qsaner Rowan, @t ¥ Boot Maker Gt 
"Yarmouth Pet Sept 23 Ord Bept 


Lerre, Wanra, Whorlton, Durhem Oct 31 Leefe & Leefe, a+ 
Looas, Peep be Hageinetoy, Sparkbruok. Birmingham Oc 


Mitixs Jony, Soston ne & Staniland, Boston 


Heatow, Waniow Catfird, Kent N.v2? Been & Co, Gt 3t Thomas Apotle 
Hitt Freoe ick, Bury Oct 8t Aowarth 
Sook Wituau Epwaep, N 


ct, Chancerv la 
@8 & H Brandon, 


Oc: 81 Boulton, B 


pvntae art Howford, ar Hexham, rr Oct 8) 


Norron Wiiuram, Dain ievtoe. aie Novi Corbe 
Parser Lys macuus, @oencastie, Liocola Oct 39 Tw 


Pyke, Josepn, Maryleb me rd O:t 2 
Surra, OswaLp avaustus, Lombard 
Srewakt. 'saac, Miifielid, Durham, Tomi h 





Davies, Epwaro Joszpe, “ieobury Mortimer, Salop, Caag.ixe, 


rr 








Darleston 
b nary O % 23 Soon a “ie Show, 
sbrews or ar, 
+) x & Lastons Tower Ural, Canna st 
st, Banker Novi Freshfielis, Old J 
Nov 3 Legge & Miler, Goughien to 


Surgenn Nov 3 wy & Co, a 
Poole & 


Tay. or, Taomas P>kesdown, Baats Oct 22 Boulting, Tsa 

Topp Georeiana Dymchareh. Keat Novl W yman & Wena .m, Ludlow, Salop 
Torr SaRnan. Weymou'h Oct30 Andrews & Co, Do-chester 

Tow er, ‘oun Biano, Kirton dsey, Lincolr, 
herfieid, Sussex ~~ 15 Cripps 
Waricnt, Sanan Any, Clayton, nr Bradford Oct 3) Wan it & 
Wyxne, Rev Epwazp, Haxby Vicarage, Yo.k Novis Nicholson & Brown, York 


a. O+18 Walker & Co, Spilsby 
Tanbridze “elle 
Co Bradford 





ares, etc Pet Be Hevyry, TT Hors: D-aler 


pt 24 Ord Sept 24 
Goan nam, a, jun, ents Sussex, Circus Pr prict or 
Br «bton Sept 22 


Pei se 6 


st, 
Cow.ey, Danret, Hove, Baker Oct 8 at 1130 Off Bes, | Cauawa¥ Avpert Hevay, x. eeatond on Avon, Bailder 


War@ick P-t Aug 28 Ord Sept 24 

Wittem = Prepericx, Bristol, Comm:rcial 

Bristol Pet Sepe 22 O d Sept 22 
Jommercisl Traveller Man- 


Traveller 
CouptanD, Joun Vitniagton, 
oh-ster Pet Jeot 73 Ord Seps 23 


st, Maaches‘er | Cow.ey, oe ey Lang Sussex, Biker Brighton Pet 


Georce, de Bimonton, peitore M:rchart 
wong 080 P+ July 31 Ord Sept 18 
Cuatis Watters “icks, B rmiaghsa, Bucher Birming- 
bm Pet Seot 9 Urd Sept 23 
tsTzEAD ) «6s Bisausy. Rymill Yorks, Wheelwright 
srnsley Pec Sept 23 Ord 
Hareis, Wittiam Gorsroot, sbypley, Yorks Bes Fish 
Dasler Bra'ford P-t depi22 Ord one 
Hoce Joun Castles »werby, CamSerland, Farmer Garltsi 
Pet rept 24 Od ve t 24 
Hont iLraep, — r, General Shopkeeper Chester- 
Pes Se Ori Sept 24 
Howrer, Aubert Sai Na rtwich ed Stable Keeper 
Naasaien Pat Sevt 23 + dng he 
Jacxson Tuomas Gupsox, Poplar, Builder High Cour: 


Ord 23 

Luorp, Ricwagp ry Coventry, Baker Coventry Pet 
Sept 42 O-d sep 22 

Matrox aH, 33°; nea, bay Geaeral Dea er 

eboroacn $= Pt 4e9° 23 Ord 

Mimister Samus. CLasEence, Bradwell Saffolk G@: Yar- 
mouta Pet Sep: 19 Ord S-pt 23 

Moss, Joseea, Kisg+laad Daater ia Pansy Good: High 
Cours Pat 3e0;23 Ord Sept 23 

Neuson, Peres Kiagsson upoa Gall Seamin Kiagstoa 
upoa Hull Pet ‘Bet 23 Ord Sept 23 

Newixe, Goupzen Epwaap, Miforad Haven P.ambroke, 
drocer Pembroke Dock Pat Seot 22 Od sep: 22 

Oarway, Wicuiam Paumwer, o—- fm Som -reet, 
Pacmer cou Pet ~ ty > 


Powr wapeae, 5 ty ~i Teed 
Patt ‘Ord Sept 28 ol 

Rawson, an aod Jouwn Caarnuss Hussarp, Stoke 
Newi Manufaciurers Edmonton Pe: 


agton Cabinet 

Aug? Ord 8 pt 22 

Ricwarpsox. Grores Argrave. Bradford, Builders’ Mer- 
chant Bradford Pes 24 Od Aug 8 

Roam, Gane, Bachesda, par Bangor Pst Sept 2 


Saunpess, +e Dexacovat, L agflest, Poole, Dorsst, 
Buider Poo'e Pes Sep: 23 Ord 4-pt 23 

Surra, Wictram Hexey, Malton, Yorcs. Cycle Agent 
serrd rough Pet S-ps «8 Ord Seps 23 

Terry, Faanx Tuomas, Rocnester, Towa Jarter Rochester 
Pet sept 3 Ord epi 23 

Wa tos, Gsoaer, Dariiagton, + epee Stockton oa 


Tee: Pet ~28 Ord Sant 
Wanrenam, Acpeat, te a Dealer Bilton Pet 
23 Ord pt 23 


Wane James Hisvsox PD ees Tobacconist “arlide 
et Sepi a8 Ord Sept 23 
London Gazute. -Tuesoar, Sept. 30 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
om Wesar, eal “Innk-eper Preston Pet 


Basetoate, Th all “toton, Provision Dealer Boltoa 


T. Sept 2 
Bextiey @pwano, em Leads Butchw Leeds Pet 


Pct dept 26 
Cava, Cua , Boot Manufacturer Leicester 
a : ae Bram Rotherham, Yorks, 
Cc : 
AViabourer Gheliield’ Pes sept'25 Ord Sept ws 


a Ord 
baume Wicssa Hexer, on.8 Frame Maker 
. 
i RYune 


Bury 
Worcester Oct 14 Whitehouse & Stoddart, 
me Wittiam Gzorce jun, Bruton st, Bond st Oct 25 Rawliogs & Butt, 
Kevre, Waa jan, Stourton, Warwick, Brewer’s Traveller Oct 30 Hancock & Co, 





, 
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|» Grocer Newcastle on Tyne 


8, Gateshes4, 
ad Sep ne 


Kingatoa upon Hull Pets 27 Ord Sept 27 
Gzirrita, J HR Brighton B hton Pet July 22 Ord 


Groagxe, Jonx, Rochdale, Commiasion Agent Rochdale 
Pet ~ept 6 Ord Pept 25 

Haxzpman, James, Burslem, Staffs High Court Pet Aug 20 
Ord Sept 26 


Hanzi, Revser, bs ngbam, Brassfounder Birmingham 
Pet Sept 26 rd Sept 26 

Hi. Jzremran. Seourhitee, Rongiate Worker Stour- 
bridge Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

Houmas, Bicaagp Uaxes, 8t Leonard’s on Pee y Boarding 
house Keeper Hastings Pet Sept 25 Or d Sept 25 

Hume. Henry. Barnsbury, High Court Pet 
Sept 27 Ord Sept 

Jonxstoxs, Jony Wiiiiam. Gt Grimsby, Fish Merchant 

Jomns, Jour” Wavstan, - Waid eon Salop 

OHN ILLIAM, in; alop, 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 2 

Keyneit. Rossrr North —o ieee, Carpenter 
Yeovil Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 

Knieat, i G, Uckfield High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord 


sonntiews Porth. Glam. Fish Dealer Pontypridd Pet 
Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 


Lipprxerox, Roszrt Heyry, ~~ ee Oxford, Grocer 
Oxford Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 
Magri, Jam«s, Brighton, Boarding Rouse tiaies Brighton 


Mavuyovzr, J B W. Broad st House h Court Pet July 
22 Ord Spt 24 = 


Mstior James, Pete, Dairyman Birmingham 


Pet Sept 26 Ord 
Nemenovexy, Josera ae Birmingham Birmingham 
Pet Ord 25 


Sept 8 Sept 
Orrer, Tuomas W. She 8 Grocer High Court 
= apt ay Bush, igh 
Gt Yarmouth Pet 


"MENT Perens, Eastbourne, Draper Eastbourne 
; Bep 27 Ord Sept 27 
Porrer, Joszrx Northampton, Ironfounder Northampton 
Pet Sept 23 O:d Sept 26 
Powztit, Acxes EB. Cardiff, Cycle Maker Cardiff Pet 
Aug 29 Ord &ept 
Reap, ABRAHAM, em Plumber Preston Pet 
27 Ord Sept 27 
—_ James: ~ games Bootmaker Croydon Pet Sept 23 


“eot 23 
2S Cardiff, Wheelwright Cardiff Pet Sept 25 


Ricwarps, a Faepericx, and Ernest Cuasies 
Dywzs, » Builders Leicester Pet Sept 24 
Ord Beot 24 


Gungsen, a > ae Fruiterer Cardiff Pet 
= wera, "Wallsend, Coal Merchant Newcastle 
Pet sept 27 Ord Sept 27 


Saou, Freperic Joszru ‘olverhampton, Grocer 
Wolvernsmpton Pet sept27 Ord Sept 27 
Edmunds. Clothier Bury &t 


Wauear, Joux, wnat, 8 
Bradford Awdty Pet Sept 9 Ord 


upon Hull. Teacher 


Farmer 


et Sept 13 Ord Sept 26 
Wait.ey a Wis 
Bept 26 


Amended notice substituted for that Beas in the 
London Gazette of Sept 26 


Arrcumox, Grorce Wriiiam Jouy, Wilmslow, Cheshire. 
wea Manchester Pet Aug 18 Ord 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


|. Grorce Wittiam Jonx, Wilmslow, Cheshire, 
= ‘arn ‘Merchant Oct 7 at 3 Off Ree, "Byrom st, 


A.rorp, bo —. Wilts, Railway Agent Oct 8 
atll 38, Regent circus, Swindon 
Bace, Tuomas Te Bingley, Yorks, ——_ Oct 7 
atll Off Rec, 31. Mano row, ‘ord 
Dealer Oct 10 at 12 


Bamuant, Tuomwas, Gt Yarmouth, 
Off Rec, 8, Kiog st, Norwich 

Berrzswonta, Rovert Epwarp, Swanmore Hants, Grocer 
Oct 14at3 Off B-c, 172. High st, Southampton 

Burra, Atsget @pwarp. Gt Yarmouth, Boot Maker Oct 10 
at 12.30 «ff Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Burrs, ge Hexry, Leamington, Horse Dealer 
Oct 7 at as pts 17, ‘Hertfosd st, Coventry 4 

ILLiAM ‘axey, Lincs, Farmer Oct 9 at 12 

Off Eee, 81. Si:ver st Lincoln 

Canusco, Wriitiuasm Feepericx. Bristol, Commercial 
fan og Bo 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 


Concent 11.30 * Of Bec, 96 Bald eahongee 


vy, Hzsry Eaxesr, Wa sal), tem B Supentoe 
Get Sat il 174, Corporation st, 
Cuotzetox, Tuomas Jacxsox, Hastings, Tai Oct 7 at 8 
Court Office. 24, “3 oy Gast 'ngs 
Cuarx, Jauzs, Flookburgh, Cark 





Farmer 
Oct 8 at 11.15 Off bec, 16, Cosnuaitie a, Barrow in 
Covrtasp, Joux, Withington, Lancs, Commercial Traveller 
Oct Sat220 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mar chester 
Wis ay y l, gent Oct 9 
at12 Off Gee, 117, S& 
wis B.izavern, Oct 9 at 1115 
174, Corp-ration st, Birmingham 
» Warren Wicks, = Butcher Oct 9 at 
uu’ 174, C: rporation st, B 
Davey, vwonce Leoroip, Cernydd Gendra, nr Pencoed, 
Giam, Contsactor Oct 9 atll Off Ree, 117, St 
Mary st. Cardiff 


Bavyes, ie Newborough Yorke, we Merchant Oct 8 
GLAS wy amg a, Eommmonth Oct 7 at 3 
High st, Pony mouth 


Sennen at, 
Devcan, ons simomn, Haagen 1 


Deas Por, 
‘obacco Broker 








Oct. 4. 1902.4 4 

















Three purposes provided 


MERRYWEATHERS’ 


FIRE PROTECTION, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 


Experienced Engineers sent to Survey at Mansions, Estates, and Villages, 


and WATER SUPPLY. 


for at One Minimum Gost. 





«s Chute ’’ Fire Escapes, from 
Hydrant Systems, from - 





MERRYWEATHERS’ PORTABLE FIRE APPARATUS 
FOR INDOOR PROTECTION. 


‘«¢London Brigade’? Hand Fire Pump - 
(With eer one person can attack a fire unaided, and by which the majority of 
London fires which occur annually are extinguished ) 


Pressure Augmenters for High Buildings where water 
service is at low pressure. 

SPECIAL SPRINKLERS FOR LIFT 
Write for Pamphlets, post-free. 


MERRY WEATHERS’, 63, Long Acre, W.C., LONDON. 


£5 5 0 
- ~ £5 0 0 
- - £30 0 0 





SHAFTS. 








Hatstgap. Biyeiey. 
at 10.15 Off Rec, Regent at, Barns 

Hoce, Jous, New Yeat, Food nt pm wl Cum! 
Farmer OctSat4 Off Rec, 34. Fisher st, Cariisle 

Homes, Ricaarp Oaxes, St Leonards on Sea, 
house Ke-per Oct7at3.i6 County Court Office, 24, | 


Cambriége rd, Hastings 
nd — Printer’s Eogineer Oct 8 


Ksow es, James, 
at3 Off Rec. Byrom st, 

Lixtotr, Cuaritzes, Upper Norwood, Butcher Oct 8 at 
1230 24, Railway app, London 

Lippert, Joux Dovcwas, Bedminster, stol, Butcher | 
Oct 8at1i45 Off Rec, 26. saldwin st, 

Matrow, Joszrx, jun, Pickering, Yorks,” General Dealer 
Oct 8 at 1130 74, Newborough, Scarboro' 

Maxx, Henxezy Tsomas WitiiaM, Tlandyrnog, Denbigh 
Oct 81 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carev st 

Maneese L, THomas, Oldham, 

ff Rec, Greaves st, Oidbam 

Mv hms Epwarp Jouy, Torquay, Photographer Oct 7 
atll Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, 

weer | Perer Kingston on 

ff Rec, Triaity House In, Hull 

MB... Luxe and ARTHUR PEacock, wood Glos, 
Boot Manufacturers Oct 8 at 14.15 Off Ree, 23, 
Baldwin st, 

Rawsoyx, ARTHUB, and Jonw CaagLtes Hussarp, Stoke 
Newington, Cabinet Manutacturera Oct 7 at 12 
Room 160, Temple cbmbrs, Temple sv 

Rezp, WILLIAM, Balham. Plamber Oct 9 af 12 44, 
Kailway app, London Bridge 

Ricnargps, Gzorez Feepgsicxk and Eengst Cuar.es 
Dywxs, Leicester, Builders Oct 8 at 12 Off Rec, 1, 
Berridge st, Leicester 

Rowianp CHAartes Joux, Bandon Gill, Croydon Oct 
9a511,80 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Saunpers, ArTuur Detacougt Longfieet, Poole Dorset, 
Builder Oc.8at 11.80 Off Ree, Endless st, Salisbury 

Surra, Wittiam Henry Malton, Yorks, een Oct 
8at12 74. Newborough, Scarboroug’ 

Sreruexs, Heapert, Hacdsworth, _ Agent 
Oct 8at 12 174, Corporati m st, Birmingham 

SwinGLee Euizapera, Boston, Lines Oct 7 at 12,15 
Otf Ree 4&6, West st, Boston 

Tvrprer. *asest Do Soxver. Grainiagfold, ur Billiags- 
hor-¢ Susex, Farmer Oct 7 at 2 King’s Head Howl, 
Horeham 

Wanrenam, ateeet Bury, Gameral Dealer Oct 7 at 3 19, 
Machange st Boitsn 

Wooo Geoncr, Hyde, merhivn Oct 8 at 2.80 Off Rec, 
Byrom st, Manche 

Waicut, #amvEL, ne Oct 7 at3 Off Bec, 1, Ber- 
ridge st, Leicester 


Amenéed notice substituted f + that published in the 
London Gazette of Sep: 23 : 


Disparz, Wittiam, Gt Farosham, Norfolk, Farmer Oct 
4at12 Off Bec, 8, King st, Norwich 


ADJUDICATION4, 


Aitcuisos, Georce Wittiam Joux, W: . Cheshire. 
‘arn Merchaut Ret Aug 18 Ord Bont 27 
Aytciivy, WitiiamM Henry, Newark on Trent, Pab 
Nottingham Pet Sept 8 26 
AnNTHOX ae oe pata imkape Peston Pct Bept 
26 t 


Baxenpatz. Tuomas. Baim, ” Provision Dealer Bolton 
Pet Sept 26 Oro 

Bewtver, Eowarp, Kiy ‘ail, Leods, Batcher Leeds Pet 
iz 26 O14 Beyt 6 


B ‘ Roveet Epwap 
"TGrocer Bouthampton Pet Sept 11 Smpnmore, , Hent 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


Furniture Dealer Oct9 at 3 | 


on Hull, Seaman Oct7 at 11 | 


Ryhill, Y. rks, Wheto t Oct 7 | Brows, Avpesr, Kiogstanley, Glos, Gloucester 
al ‘anes Pet Sept 26” Ord dept 26 madeitanl 


Cavitu. Jonn Wriiam, Bramley. Bo herbam, Yorks, 
Laboarer Sheffield Pet a5. Ord Faved 
| Cuosmnees. Tuomas JACKSON, tings, Tailor Hastings 
24 Ord sept 27 
Cnaxacy, ARRY, y, Leeds, Mechanic Leeds 
Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 


Epaz + Wolstanton Hanley Pet Aug 1 Ord 


Sept 27 
| Ganpam, Wittiam Dzxrox, singe upon Hull, Teacher 
Eingston opon Hult Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 
Jze2emian, Stourbridge, Iron a Plate worker Stour- 
bridge Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 
| Hoan Bicuarp Uaxes, 8t Leonards on Ses, Boasding 


Hastings Pet Sep: 25 Ord 
JounstTong, JouN bese Gt Grimaby. Fish 
Gt Grimsby Pet Seot 26 oes 
Jonzs, IganztLa Warne Burton, geste Canterbury 
Pet Ma: Ord 


2. 


Kine, Agraurn CLEMENT, rd, Kensington, Cab 
Proprietor Court Pet July3i Ord Sept 24 


| Lewis, Davin, Porén, Glam, Fish Dealer Pontypridd Pet 





Sept 24 Ord Sept 26 

Lippinetox, Bossgt HMenay, Paarl Oxford, Grocer 
Oxford Sept 25 Ord 

Many, Hesry Tuomas Wane Llandyrnog, Denbigh 
High Court Pet oh Ord 20 

Me.ior, James, agham, Dairyman Birmingham 
Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 23 

Pare, Gzonce Lowestuf:, Carver Gt Yarmouth Pet 
Sept 27 Ord Sept .27 


Pet sept 27 Ord Sept 27 

Pore, a Edgware rd Greenwich Pet Aug 1 

Porrss. Joszru, Northampton, Ironfounder Northsamptoa 
Pet Seps26 Ord Sept 26 

ReaD, ABRAHAM, Bleekpey, Plumber Preston Pet 
Sept 27 Ceaie Ww 

me ty ty & Wheelwright Oardiff Pet Sept 25 


Bicwagps, "Reman Freorrice, apd Banest Cuaries 
soem, Leicester, Builders Leicester Pet Sept 24 


a, ~ooo iewies rd, Holloway High Court 

Pet Juiy 8 Ord Sept 25 
Joux ae. moor, Durham, Grocer 
mmer, Peniterer Cardiff Pet Sept 


Durham Aug25 Ord 
Suz toys, Jonny, Pontycymmer, 
26 Ord Sept 26 
me” P.iace Victron Atpevt Jay Dutaxr, Hockwold Hall, 
N-rfolk igo Court Pet June 12 Grd Be F const 
Tuomas Rays Goatna. — ay, Sol citor 
Pet July 12 Ord Sept 25 
Tuoutp, Frevenic Josera. Wrivebomaton, @ ocer 
Woiverhsmpwa Pet sept27 Ord 
j | Warranse, BM M, Miceheai Taunton a ; 6 Ord 
ept 26 








Where difficulty is experienced, in procuring the 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct ta 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane, 
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